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PREFACE 

THIS  little  book  is  written  in  order  to  question 
the  popular  view  of  the  war  held  by  most  folk  in 
Britain.  According  to  that  view  Britain  wa.s 
entirely  guiltless  of  the  war  and  came  through 
with  clean  hands.  This  view  is  still  dominant  in 
Press,  Pulpit,  Platform,  and  School. 

Sentiment  about  the  war  has  changed.  There 
is  much  discontent  about  the  effects  of  the  war. 
But  this  view  of  our  innocence  is  strongly  held  by 
the  great  mass  of  the  people.  If  the  view  is  correct, 
this  pamphlet  is  the  work  of  a  misguided  and  one- 
sided partisan. 

I  submit  the  case  presented  as  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  thoughtful  persons.  It  has  been 
put  by  much  abler  writers  during  the  last  five 
years.  But  the  overwhelming  flood  of  official 
propaganda  has  not  given  the  unpopular  view  a 
chance. 

I  wish  that  the  questions  raised  here  may  be 
discussed  in  religious  Societies,  in  Brotherhoods, 
in  Socialist  Sunday-schools,  and,  more  than  all, 
among  the  young  soldiers  who  have  survived  the 
ordeal  of  the  war.  To  the  survivors  who  seek  a 
world  at  peace,  I  commend  mv  message. 

DUNDEE, 

0?l  alter  29,  1919. 
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PART   I 
THE  ORIGIN  OF  THE  WAR 


CHAPTER    I 
THE    SCRAP   OF    PAPER 

Why  we  went  to  War— The  Invasion  of 
Belgium 

Ix  every  school  in  the  United  Kingdom  there  is 
n  picture  of  a  scrap  of  paper.  That  scrap  of 
paper  explains  why  Britain  on  August  4,  1914, 
entered  the  Great  War.  All  the  Powers,  including 
Germany,  promised  to  protect  Belgium.  Germany 
brutally  broke  the  promise  and  invaded  Belgium 
with  her  cruel  and  conquering  army. 

Britain,  like  a  knight  of  ancient  chivalry,  sprang 
to  the  aid  of  poor,  weak  Belgium.  This  is  the 
reason  why  we  went  to  war  as  believed  by  nine 
out  of  ten  British  scholars. 

The  statement  is  partly  true  and  partly  false. 
Tennyson  says  : 

"  A  lie  which  is  halt'  a  truth  is  ever  the  blackest 
of  lies." 

It  is  true  that  Germany  invaded  Belgium. 
It    is 
promise 


It    is   true    that    this    was    the    breaking   of  a 
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It  is  not  true  that  Britain  entered  the  war 
because  of  the  invasion  of  Belgium.  Let  us  learn 
the  truth  of  the  matter. 


The  Invasion  was  an  Effect  of  the 
War,  not  a  Cause 

You  must  never  forget  the  simple  fact  that  the 
invasion  was  an  effect  of  the  war.  The  war  had 
begun  when  Germany  invaded  Belgium.  The 
first  step  in  the  German  military  plan  was  to  get 
through  Belgium.  We  entered  the  war  after 
this  event,  it  is  true.  But  the  attack  on  Belgium 
was  not  the  reason  whv  we  entered  the  war. 


War  tears  up  Treaties 

When  war  breaks  out,  nations  often  do  as  the 
Germans  did.  They  tear  up  treaties ;  they  break 
promises ;  they  trample  on  the  weak. 

These  deeds  are  never  right,  whoever  may  be 
the  doer  of  them.  But  to  treat  this  brutal  act 
of  Germany  as  though  it  stood  alone  is  both 
foolish  and  unjust.  In  the  war  against  Napoleon 
we  bombarded  innocent  neutral  Denmark  without 
any  excuse  except  that  we  were  at  war.  This  is 
not  a  solitary  instance. 


The  Wastepaper-Basket :  Persia, 
Egypt,  Greece 

In  this  war  we  have  trampled  over  Persia. 
Thirty  years  ago  we  promised  to  restore  to  Egypt 
her  independence.     But  in  this  period  of  war  we 
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have  broken  our  pledge  and  made  Egypt  part  of 
the  British  Empire. 

The  action  of  Britain  and  the  Allies  towards 
Greece  is  another  example  of  how  war  makes 
nations  oppress  the  weak  and  disregard  treaties. 
We  wanted  certain  Greek  territory  for  war  pur- 
poses and  in  order  to  get  some  material  for 
war  production.  We  took  the  territory  without 
permission. 

The  Greeks,  unlike  Belgium,  were  too  feeble  to 
do  more  than  resist  in  words. 

A  great  British  literary  man  has  said  that  our 
wastepaper-basket  is  full  of  torn-up  scraps  of 
paper. 

We  knew  Belgium  would  be  Invaded 

Everyone  spoke  as  if  the  invasion  of  Belgium 
was  an  unheard-of,  unexpected  event,  an  incredible 
atrocity.  But  every  statesman,  every  military 
expert,  every  intelligent  man  knew  that  Germany 
would  invade  Belgium  if  there  were  a  European 
war. 

Belgium  knew  it,  and  was  armed  to  the  teeth 
to  resist  Germany. 

Britain  knew  it,  for  she  had  the  military  plans 
ready  to  checkmate  Germany. 

France  knew  it,  and  thought  that  the  fortified 
towns  of  Belgium  would  put  a  spoke  in  Germany  \s 
wheel.  Six  months  before  the  war,  in  a  British 
year-book  (The  Encyclopaedic  Year-Book,  pub- 
lished by  the  Times),  one  of  our  military  writers 
took  for  granted  that  a  European  war  would 
begin  with  the  invasion  of  Belgium. 

All  the  surprise,  all  the  moral  indignation,  all 
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the  condemnation  by  British  statesmen  was  mere 
camouflage  in  order  to  hoodwink  the  people. 

They  knew  beforehand  that  the  invasion  of 
Belgium  was  part  of  the  military  plan,  and  they 
thought  they  were  prepared  to  meet  it. 

Suppose  Belgium  had  not  been  Invaded 

If  Germany  had  attacked  France  by  another 
way  we  should  have  stepped  in  to  defend  her. 
Sir  Edward  Grey  (now  Viscount  Grey  of  Falloden) 
let  the  truth  out  in  his  speech  on  Aug.  3,  1914. 
We  had  made  ourselves  friends  with  France,  we 
had  conversed  with  her  generals  on  methods  of 
resisting  the  German  attack. 

We  had  allowed  France  to  send  all  her  fleet 
to  the  Mediterranean,  leaving  the  Channel  coast 
open  to  attack.  Hence,  we  were  compelled  to 
stand  by  France  in  any  European  war  where  she 
was  attacked  by  Germany. 

Two  years  before  the  war  both  Mr  Asquith  and 
Sir  Edward  Grey  had  categorically  denied  that 
we  were  committed  to  stand  by  France  in  the 
event  of  war.  Sir  Edward  Grey  made  the  same 
assertion  of  our  freedom  of  action  on  Aug.  3, 1914. 

But  in  the  very  same  speech  where  this  freedom 
was  asserted,  Sir  Edward  proved  himself  that  we 
were  bound  to  support  France,  Belgium  or  no 
Belgium.  Here  are  his  own  words  : 

"  We  cannot  issue  a  proclamation  of  uncon- 
ditional neutrality.  We  have  made  the  commit- 
ment to  France  that  I  have  read  to  the  House, 
which  prevents  us  doing  that."" 

"Our  deeds  still  travel  with  us  from  afar, 
And  what  we  have  been  makes  us  what  we  are." 
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The  Scrap  of  Paper  Story  is  False 

When  you  see  that  picture  of  the  scrap  of 
paper  and  you  are  told  that  Britain  entered  the 
war  to  defend  Belgium,  you  meet  with  a  state- 
ment which  is  untrue. 

The  Great  Wrar  began  with  a  great  falsehood. 

The  violation  of  treaties  takes  place  in  everv 
war,  Germany  followed  an  evil  but  frequent 
example  of  cruel  wrong. 

The  Times  newspaper  has  stated  more  than 
once  that  the  real  reason  of  our  entrance  into 
the  war  was  to  defend  our  own  British  interests. 
In  another  chapter  we  shall  see  how  much  truth 
there  was  in  this  statement. 

Since  1914  many  other  reasons  have  been  given 
by  learned  men  as  to  why  we  entered  the  war. 
All  this  goes  to  prove  that  the  scrap  of  paper 
story  was  a  convenient  excuse  to  blind  the  people. 
It  was  not  true. 


CHAPTER    II 

THE    GERMAN    PREPARATION 
FOR   WAR 

A  Visit  to  Germany 

THKRE  is  a  widespread  belief  among  the  Allies 
that  Germany  meant  war  against  France  and 
Britain,  and  prepared  for  it  for  many  years.  I 
have  just  been  reading  the  account  of  a  visit 
paid  by  a  large  number  of  British  clergymen  to 
Germany  in  1909. 

They  were  feasted  by  German  burgomasters, 
entertained  hospitably  by  German  people,  and 
they  went  to  Potsdam  to  receive  the  warm  bene- 
dictions of  the  Kaiser. 

Were  we  Deceived? 

Dr  Wallace  Williamson,  Chaplain  to  our  King, 
expressed  the  feeling  of  the  delegates.  He 
thanked  "the  noble-minded  Kaiser  working  and 
praying  for  peace,"  and  condemned  the  "  whisper- 
ing tongues  that  poison  truth."  At  this  very 
time,  as  Dr  Williamson  and  most  Britishers 
believe,  the  Kaiser  was  plotting  war,  and  the 
kind  hosts  of  these  British  clergymen  were  wolves 
in  sheep's  clothing. 

Every  British  newspaper,  nearly  every  pulpit, 
every  leading  statesman  has  spoken  as  if  the  war 
were  due  to  a  deliberate  plan,  thought  of  for 
14 
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many  years,  with   the    one  design  of  destroying 
France  and  Britain. 

If  this  belief  is  correct,  the  Germans  were  a  set 
of  wicked  deceivers  and  we  were  a  set  of  mis- 
guided weaklings. 

Germany  did  Prepare  for  War 

No  one  can  deny  that  Germany  made  great 
preparations  for  war.  She  built  a  great  navy  to 
rival  Britain.  She  entered  into  alliances  with 
Austria  and  Italy.  She  prepared  her  railways 
and  fortresses  for  military  purposes.  She  equipped 
her  arsenals  and  munition  works  for  a  great 
output  of  war  material.  She  invented  submarines 
and  Zeppelins  to  be  used  for  new  methods  of 
warfare.  She  set  her  chemists  to  find  new  and 
deadly  explosives.  She  had  military  spies  in 
every  part  of  the  world  collecting  all  kinds  of 
information  which  might  prove  useful  in  time 
of  war. 

All  these  are  facts  of  common  knowledge. 
Most  of  them  were  facts  known  before  1914. 
They  were  stated  in  Mr  Blatchford's  pamphlet 
of  1909  (Germany  and  England),  in  the  storv 
of  Erskine  Childers  (The  Kiddle  of  the  Sandx), 
and  also  in  Dr  Sarolea's  Anglo-German  Problem. 

But  preparing  for  war  is  one  thing,  deliberately 
planning  the  war  is  another  thing. 

Does  Preparation  prove  that  Germany 
intended  War  ? 

Every  nation  used  to  think  that  the  best  way 
to  keep  the  peace  was  to  prepare  for  war.  All 
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the  leading  men  in  Britain  believed  this  foolish 
doctrine.  Mr  Balfour,  Mr  Asquith,  and  Mr 
Lloyd  George  preached  the  doctrine  of  prepared- 
ness. They  said,  "  If  you  make  yourselves  strong, 
no  one  will  attack  you." 

This  was  the  implied  axiom  of  the  Naval 
Debates  of  1908-1909,  where  Liberal  statesmen 
and  Tory  statesmen  discussed  their  programme 
of  shipbuilding  as  though  Germany  were  the  one 
enemy. 

Germany  believed  the  same  thing,  and  she  was 
open  to  military  attack  on  every  side. 

Therefore  she  built  up  a  powerful  army  for  any 
emergency.  Because  she  had  a  rapidly  increasing 
commerce  all  over  the  world,  she  built  a  navy,  as 
she  said,  for  defence. 

Before  1914  our  statesmen  knew  of  the  pre- 
paredness of  Germany.  They  were  aware  of 
the  thoroughness,  its  wide  extent,  and  its 
efficiency. 

Lord  Haldane  in  Land  and  Water  has  told  of 
the  absolute  frankness  of  the  Kaiser  in  giving  to 
him  free  access  to  military  information. 

But  neither  Lord  Haldane  nor  those  who  sent 
him  believed  that  extensive  preparation  for  war 
was  the  same  thing  as  planning  war  deliberately. 
Read  these  words  of  Mr  Lloyd  George  (Jan.  1, 
1914):  "The  German  army  is  vital  to  the  very 
life  and  independence  of  the  German  nation, 
surrounded  as  Germany  is  by  other  nations,  each 
of  which  possesses  armies  almost  as  powerful  as 
her  own.1"  Germany's  preparations  for  war  wen- 
due  to  a  wrong  idea,  shared  bv  most  civilised 
countries.  But  this  does  not  prove  that  she- 
wanted  war. 
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The  Military  Experts  made  the  Preparation 

It  is  true  that  the  German  militarists  wanted 
war,  and  that  some  of  them  would  be  in  positions 
of  authority.  These  men  would  do  things  when 
they  had  the  chance  without  the  knowledge  or 
consent  of  their  Government.  The  spies  would 
be  paid  out  of  a  fund  controlled  by  certain  officials. 
Some  British  officers  planned  a  wicked  raid  against 
the  Boer  Kepublics,  and  they  were  helped  and 
encouraged  by  at  least  one  prominent  member 
of  the  British  Government  and  by  a  Royal  Duke. 
No  one  would  think  of  convicting  our  Govern- 
ment, as  a  whole,  of  this  sin  against  the  Bod's. 
No  more  can  you  make  the  German  Government 
responsible  for  every  suspicious  act  performed  by 
Germans  in  the  tasks  of  preparation  for  war. 

The  German  Rulers  wanted  Peace 

Bethmann-Hollweg,1  the  German  Chancellor, 
was  a  Pacifist  and  a  friend  of  England.  He  felt 
that  Germany  was  driven  into  war.  There  is  no 
evidence  to  show  that  he  was  dishonest.  Perhaps 
he  was  weak  in  resisting  his  own  Jingoes,  as  Mr 
Asquith  was  weak  in  resisting  our  Jingoes. 

The  military  party  in  Germany  was  like  a 
runaway  horse  with  a  bit  in  its  teeth.  No  one 
could  stop  it.  But  the  bulk  of  the  German 
people  were  similar  to  Bethmann-Hollweg.  They 

1  Many  testimonies  have  been  made  recently  to  thr 
sincerity  and  earnestness  of  Bethmann-Hollweg.  Perhaps 
the  most  notable  is  that  of  Lord  Hahlane  where  he  biars 
witness  to  the  genuine  desire  for  peace  by  both  ihe 
Chancellor  and  the  Kaiser. 
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wanted  peace,  but  they  were  afraid  of  Germany's 
enemies — afraid  of  Russia,  afraid  of  France,  and 
afraid  of  Britain.  War  is  the  outcome  of  fear. 

The  German  People  had  no  Desire  for  War 

Again  and  again  it  has  been  said  that  the  people 
were  as  bad  as  the  rulers.  No  one  can  prove  this. 
When  the  war  broke  out  the  Government  had  to 
persuade  the  people  that  it  was  a  war  of  defence, 
and  every  Government  did  the  same.  The  people 
of  Germany  rallied  to  the  war ;  but,  like  every  other 
nation,  they  did  so  because  they  were  forced. 

Mr  W.  Harbutt  Dawson,  who  knows  as  much 
about  the  Germans  as  any  other  Englishman,  says 
they  are  naturally  of  a  peaceable  disposition. 

General  Bernhardi,  a  foolish  German  who  be- 
lieved in  war,  wrote  a  book  to  spur  his  countrymen 
on  to  fight. 

He  begins  by  telling  them  that  they  are  a  craven 
folk,  too  fond  of  peace.  Very  few  Germans  read 
the  book.  Mr  J.  W.  Gerard,  the  American 
Ambassador,  stated  that  he  never  met  with  a 
German  who  had  read  Bernhardi.  The  majority 
of  the  German  people  had  no  desire  for  war. 

Russia  and  France  Prepared  for  War 

From  the  attitude  of  the  British  people,  one 
would  think  that  no  other  nation  than  Germany 
had  made  any  preparations  for  war. 

Russia,  however,  prepared  by  alliances,  by 
military  and  naval  expenditure.  She  had  also 
statesmen  who  were  bent  on  war  as  well  as  keen 
on  preparations  for  it.  The  Pan-Slavists  were 
working  to  sow  seeds  of  discord  in  the  Balkans 
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in  the  hope  that  Austria  might  be  split  in  pieces 
and  Russia  extend  her  empire.  There  is  much 
evidence  which  goes  to  show  that  Russia  had  her 
army  ready  to  march  on  Austria  before  any  other 
country  was  mobilised  in  August  1914. 

Russia's  interest  in  Serbia  was  never  that  be- 
nevolent regard  of  a  big  brother  for  the  little 
brother  which  has  been  represented. 

Russia  was  willing  to  use  Serbia  as  she  had 
used  Bulgaria  for  her  own  aggrandisement. 

France  and  Russia  spent  more  money  on  warlike 
preparations  than  Germany  and  Austria  in  the  ten 
years  before  1914. 

At  the  instigation  of  Russia,  France  adopted 
in  1913  the  Three  Years"  Military  Law,  which 
increased  the  burden  of  militarism  in  France. 

It  also  made  Germany  suspicious  and  fearful  of 
the  Franco-Russian  Alliance.  Thus  we  see  that 
if  preparation  for  war  was  a  guilty  act,  France 
and  Russia  were  sinners  as  well  as  Germany.  The 
Russian  Ambassador  at  Paris  in  1913  cynically 
sums  up  the  situation  :  "  When  I  recall  my  con- 
versations with  M.  Cambon  and  add  the  attitude 
of  Poincare,  the  thought  comes  to  me  as  a  con- 
viction that  of  all  the  Powers  France  is  the  only 
one  which,  not  to  say  that  it  wishes  war,  would 
yet  look  upon  it  without  great  regret.  She  has 
complete  trust  in  her  army  and  could  very  well 
accept  that  the  circumstances  to-day  are  more 
favourable  than  they  would  ever  be  later/1 

Britain  Prepared  for  War 

It  was  often  claimed  in  the  early  days  of  the 
war  that  Britain  was  quite  unready  for  the  great 
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struggle.  The  writer  of  this  hook  believed  that 
story.  It  is,  however,  a  pure  legend.  Our  Navy 
was  absolutely  prepared  and  swept  the  German 
Navy  and  Mercantile  Marine  off'  the  seas  very 
speedily.  Our  expeditionary  force  was  sent  over 
to  France  in  marvellously  quick  time.  Lord 
Haldane  contends  that  it  would  have  been  unwise 
to  send  over  a  larger  force  than  we  did  in  any  case. 

It  is  very  doubtful  if  we  could  have  arranged 
things  better  if  we  had  known  the  exact  date  of 
the  war  six  months  before. 

No  country  was  prepared  for  the  economic  and 
military  happenings  of  the  early  days  of  the  war. 
Germany  brought  the  wrong  guns  at  first  to  storm 
the  French  and  Belgian  forts.  France  trusted  to 
forts  which  yielded  to  big  guns  brought  from 
Austria  far  quicker  than  she  imagined  possible. 
I  remember  reading  an  article  in  the  Times  early 
in  August  1914  which  implied  that  Lille  would 
not  be  taken  for  months. 

The  event  proved  that  Lille  was  taken  in  a  few 
days. 

Germany  would  have  reached  Paris  but  for 
shortage  of  munitions.  The  Germans  were  wise 
up  to  a  point,  but  they  were  not  wise  enough. 
Britain's  military  arrangement  with  France  and 
the  placing  of  the  British  Fleet  in  the  North  Sea 
were  the  two  masterstrokes  of  preparation. 

Let  us,  then,  never  boast  that  we  were 
unprepared. 

The  Militarists  in  every  Nation 

As  Germany  had  its  growing  group  of  mad 
Pan-Germanists  bent  on  war,  France  had  its  group 
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of  Chauvinists,  lovers  of  "  Revanche,"  Britain  had 
her  Jingoes  believing  that  her  Empire  was  first  and 
last,  and  Russia  had  a  set  of  grabbers  after  power 
and  territory.  All  these  groups  had  an  influence 
in  each  country  before  the  war.  In  Britain  and 
Germany  they  kept  up  the  big  navy  race.  In 
France  they  got  the  Three  Years'  Military  Service 
Act  passed.  In  Russia  they  persuaded  the  Czar 
and  the  Government  to  seek  extensions  of  its 
immense  empire.  When  the  war  came  along, 
these  plotters  for  war  and  empire  became  more 
powerful  than  ever.  The  Von  Tirpitzs,  the 
Poincares,  and  the  Sazanoff's  became  dominant. 
They  swept  before  them  the  weak-bending 
Bethmann-Hollwegs  and  the  Lichnowskys,  the 
Asquiths  and  the  Briands,  the  Benckendorff's  and 
the  Greys,  and  all  the  feeble  tribe  who  thought 
that  warlike  preparations  would  lead  to  peace. 

The  German  Preparation  was  Wicked 
and  so  was  Ours 

The  real  truth  is  that  all  the  nations  of  Europe 
spent  their  strength  in  making  armaments  to  kill 
one  another.  If  it  was  wrong  in  one,  it  was  wrong 
in  all.  "  Let  the  one  who  is  without  sin  cast  the 
first  stone. "  If  the  nations  are  to  learn  the  right 
way  of  peace  and  justice,  they  must  look  not  at 
the  guilt  of  their  neighbours.  They  must  see  the 
truth  in  the  old  words,  "  All  we  like  sheep  have 
gone  astray :  we  have  turned  each  one  to  his 
own  wav.""1 


CHAPTER   III 
WHO   CAUSED   THE    WAR? 

The  Causes  were  Many,  not  One 

IN  November  191S  there  was  no  more  popular 
cry  in  Britain  than  the  one  "  Punish  the  Kaiser." 
Mr  Lloyd  George,  who  knows  the  popular  mind, 
made  this  one  of  his  great  planks  in  the  khaki 
election  of  December  1918.  The  average  Britisher 
believed  with  heart  and  soul  that  there  was  one 
cause  and  one  cause  only  of  the  cruel  war — the  will 
of  the  Kaiser  and  his  emissaries.  How  far  this  is 
true  we  cannot  tell. 

I  have  a  book  in  my  library  entitled  The 
German  Emperor  and  the  Peace  of  the  World. 
It  was  written  in  1912  by  Dr  Fried,  one  of  the 
ablest  and  most  disinterested  European  pacifists, 
who  has  been  awarded  the  Nobel  prize  for  his  work 
on  behalf  of  peace.  This  book  goes  to  show  that 
according  to  his  lights  the  Kaiser  was  a  staunch 
friend  of  peace.  If  ever  the  Kaiser  gets  into  the 
dock  more  than  one  eminent  British  statesman 
will  be  cited  to  witness  to  the  Kaiser's  pacifism. 

Of  course,  like  other  friends  of  peace,  he  had 
the  strange  hallucination  that  armaments  make 
for  peace.  But  one  thing  is  certain  :  many  other 
influences  made  for  war  besides  the  will  of  the 
Kaiser.  The  cause  of  the  war  is  not  to  be  found 
in  any  one  country  or  in  any  one  person.  There 
were  many  causes  and  many  individuals  who  had 
22 
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their  share  of  responsibility,  those  who  joined  in 
the  cry  "  Punish  the  Kaiser  "  are  very  chary  about 
a  public  trial  to-day  because  they  know  a  fair  trial 
would  bring  in  many  persons  besides  the  ex- 
German  Emperor.  We  want  to  see  the  circum- 
stances and  conditions  all  over  Europe  which 
plunged  us  into  war.  The  truth  is  not  in  any 
one  particular  wrong. 

"  The  whole  head  was  sick  and  the  whole  heart 
faint." 

Capitalism  caused  the  War 

To  some  folk  this  is  the  sole  explanation  of  the 
war.  The  capitalists  are  the  folk  who  own  'the 
wealth,  and  the  above  statement  means  that  the 
war  was  due  to  the  Governments  being  willing  to 
fight  for  the  interests  of  wealth.  Now  we  all  know 
wealthy  people  who  have  lost  all  their  capital 
during  the  war  and  because  of  the  war.  In  Russia 
all  the  rich  people  are  poor.  "  He  hath  pulled 
down  the  mighty  from  their  seats,  and  the  rich  he 
hath  sent  empty  away."  The  war  has  fulfilled  the 
revolutionary  Magnificat  in  Russia.  Again,  there 
are  many  rich  folk  who  did  not  want  the  war  and 
would  have  given  all  their  wealth  to  prevent  the 
war.  Still,  I  think  there  is  much  truth  in  the 
statement  that  capitalism  caused  the  war.  Let 
me  try  to  explain  what  is  meant  by  this.  The 
capitalists  of  every  country  in  Europe  desired  new 
markets.  They  wanted  new  fields  in  which  to 
invest  their  surplus  capital.  Germany  wanted  to 
control  the  markets  of  the  Balkans  and  Asia 
Minor.  France  had  great  financial  interests  in 
Russia  and  Northern  Africa.  Italy  wished  to 
extend  her  power  on  the  shores  of  the  Adriatic. 
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Britain  had  an  eye  on  the  oil-wells  of  Mesopotamia. 
It  is  true  nothing  was  to  be  gained  by  all  the 
struggle  and  rivalry.  It  was  short-sighted  and 
suicidal.  But  men  and  women  often  fight  for 
their  own  interests  until  they  have  destroyed  them- 
selves. So  do  capitalist  Governments.  They  do 
not  see  the  ruin  when  they  start  to  contend  for 
commercial  dominance  and  power.  Once  started, 
they  go  blindly  on  to  their  shameful  doom.  All 
thoughtful  people  agree  that  the  commercial  rivalry 
of  capitalist  Governments  is  one  cause  of  war. 
Even  those  who  blame  Germany  far  more  than 
any  other  country  for  this  war,  do  not  deny  that 
the  grab  for  markets  has  done  something  to  make 
the  war  possible. 

A  great  book  has  been  written  by  one  who 
strongly  supported  the  war.  Its  object  is  to  show 
that  we  must  have  a  new  system  of  foreign  trade 
if  war  is  to  be  no  more.  You  must  read  that  book 
by  Mr  J.  L.  Garvin,  the  editor  of  the  Tory 
Observer. 

All  its  arguments  go  to  prove  that  competitive 
capitalism  has  had  much  to  do  with  bringing  about 
the  war.  Mr  A.  E.  Zimmern,  in  Nationality 
and  Government,  will  not  admit  the  economic 
factor  as  an  exclusive  cause,  but  he  does  admit  its 
great  importance.  A  world  in  which  nations 
struggle  for  food  and  the  raw  materials  of  industry 
and  new  trade  fields  is  a  world  where  causes  of 
struggle  are  bound  to  arise. 

The  Lust  for  Territory  caused  the  War 

Here  we  have  another  statement  often  made. 
It  is  closely  connected  with  the  previous  paragraph. 
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A  nation  sometimes  wants  to  extend  its  territory 
for  the  sake  of  mere  wealth.  But  this  is  not 
always  the  case.  Sometimes  a  nation  wants  more 
land  for  the  sake  of  pride  and  glory.  They  seem 
to  think  mere  bigness  is  desirable. 

A  writer  on  ethics  has  said  that  "  love  of  country 
often  leads  to  love  of  more  country."  You  know 
that  the  Great  War  began  through  the  murder  of 
an  Archduke  in  the  Balkans. 

There  in  the  Balkans  you  see  very  plainly  this 
lust  for  territory.  Nearly  every  Balkan  State 
before  the  war  was  keen  about  getting  more. 
Serbia  had  the  programme  "  A  Greater  Serbia." 
Greece  wished  to  revive  the  old  "  Magna  Graecia." 
Rumania  hankered  after  a  bit  of  Transylvania, 
Bulgaria  called  its  monarch  a  Czar  and  looked 
for  a  sphere  worthier  of  the  title.  Whenever 
the  long-dying  Turkey  should  give  up  the  ghost 
they  were  waiting  to  share  his  land.  The  Sick 
Man,  like  Charles  II.,  is  an  unconscionable  long 
time  dying. 

Even  the  great  empires — Russia,  Germany, 
Britain — had  the  same  lust  for  new  territory. 
Britain  added  the  enormous  area  of  3|  millions 
of  square  miles  to  her  immense  Empire  during  the 
last  sixteen  years  of  the  nineteenth  century.  In 
1884  Mr  Joseph  Chamberlain  said  the  Empire 
was  large  enough  in  all  conscience  to  rule  wisely 
and  well.  Ten  years  later  Lord  Rosebery  de- 
plored the  unwieldy  vastness  of  our  dominions. 
Both  joined  in  supporting  a  war  whose  sole  end 
was  the  further  extension  of  our  responsibilities. 
We  went  on  adding  house  to  house  and  land  to 
land,  so  that  there  might  be  no  room  for  anyone 
else.  And  now  the' present  Treaty  of  Peace  still 
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goes  on  extending  the  boundaries.  This  greed 
tor  land  is  a  sure  cause  of  war.  Thus  it  has  ever 
been,  and  ever  will  be. 

The  Blindness  of  the  Patriots  caused 
the  War 

Nations,  if  they  were  wise,  would  learn  to  co- 
operate and  agree  about  the  commerce  and  land 
of  the  world.  They  would  respect  the  rights  of 
the  natives  and  find  some  way  of  mutual  benefit 
in  disposing  of  the  boundless  wealth  of  the 
continents. 

What  prevents  this  harmony  and  co-operation  ? 

What  perpetuates  struggle  throughout  the 
ages  ? 

Behind  capitalism  and  imperialism  you  have 
a  state  of  mind  which  causes  the  strife.  It  is  the 
selfish  regard  for  one's  country  without  due  thought 
for  others.  This  spirit  of  blind  selfishness  is  seen 
in  the  saying,  "  My  country  right  or  wrong."  In 
war-time  the  evil  effect  of  this  temper  is  seen 
in  every  belligerent  nation.  Even  good  people 
will  believe  readily  every  vile  thing  of  another 
nation.  In  both  Germany  and  England  you  had 
small  groups  who  worked  up  the  blind  spirit  of 
so-called  patriotism.  Those  who  had  the  spirit 
believed  a  war  was  inevitable.  And  this  wicked 
belief  did  more  than  anything  else  to  make  war 
inevitable.  We  want  to  let  our  love  of  our  own 
land  be  an  enlarging,  uplifting  thing,  not  a  narrow 
grovelling  thing. 

We  want  to  be  not  only  patriots,  but  also 
citixens  of  the  world  and  comrades  of  the  common- 
wealth of  the  nations. 
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Th«  Foolishness  of  Diplomats  caused 
the  War 

You  will  have  often  seen  in  the  newspapers  the 
phrase  "secret  diplomacy."  Many  good  men 
think  that  this  had  much  to  do  with  the  bringing 
on  of  the  war.  The  diplomats  make  agreements 
or  treaties  with  other  nations.  In  this  country 
these  men  made  treaties  without  consulting  the 
people  or  even  the  Parliament. 

No  doubt  the  diplomats  made  the  agreements 
which  they  thought  best  for  the  country,  but  they 
made  terrible  mistakes.  These  men  were  men  of 
one  class  without  knowledge  or  understanding  of 
the  needs  and  desires  of  the  common  people.  Let 
me  cite  one  instance  of  an  alliance  made  by  the 
diplomats.  It  did  more  than  anything  else  to 
bring  Britain  into  the  war,  and  to-day  its  evil  fruit 
is  causing  untold  misery  all  over  Europe.  If  the 
people  had  really  known  at  the  time,  they  would 
have  had  more  wisdom  than  the  diplomats. 

We  made  an  alliance  with  the  Czar  in  order 
to  guard  our  Indian  Empire  and  to  make  our 
interests  stronger  in  Europe.  The  Czar  was  the 
head  of  a  most  cruel  and  tyrannical  Government. 
Our  alliance  helped  him  to  grind  his  people  to 
dust.  His  ministers  ruled  by  methods  of  espionage, 
tyranny,  and  murder.  But  our  diplomats  shut 
their  eyes  to  these  facts  and  made  the  Russian 
Government  our  Ally.  Though  the  alliance  was 
made  public,  the  people  had  no  effective  voice 
in  the  making  of  the  alliance.  The  people  are 
supposed  to  know  nothing  about  foreign  affairs. 
But  they  have  had  to  die  in  their  millions  because 
their  rulers  loved  darkness  rather  than  light.  It 
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is  never  wise  to  do  a  great  evil  that  good  may 
come.  It  was  evil  to  bolster  up  Russian  tyranny, 
and  nothing  but  evil  has  been  the  result.  Re- 
member that  the  alliance  with  Russia,  the  work 
of  British  diplomats,  caused  the  war  certainly  just 
as  much  as  the  madness  or  the  weakness  of  the 
Kaiser. 

The  Ignorance  of  the  Peoples  caused 
the  War 

Why  did  the  people  allow  these  things  to  be 
done  in  their  name  ? 

Some  great  men  say  that  the  people  cannot 
judge  in  foreign  affairs.  They  must  allow  their 
clever  diplomats  to  do  their  business  for  them. 
But  I  would  rather  trust  the  simple  sense  of 
right  of  ordinary  people  in  most  affairs  between 
nations  than  the  skilled  trickery  and  customary 
morality  of  the  politicians.  "  Ye  yourselves  judge 
what  is  right,"  said  Jesus  to  the  people.  The 
people  are  indeed  to  blame  for  their  indifference. 
They  would  rather  go  to  die  than  study  the 
causes  of  the  struggle.  It  is  easier  to  lose  one^s 
life  than  to  give  one  hour  a  week  to  the  study  of 
foreign  politics. 

There  are  some  questions  which  can  only  be 
decided  by  expert  knowledge.  But  the  most 
important  questions  of  foreign  policy  need  more 
the  sense  of  justice  than  cleverness,  more  the  milk 
of  human  kindness  than  kultur  or  deep  learning. 
Let  the  people  increase  their  responsibility,  make 
their  own  alliances,  choose  their  own  friends,  and 
never  fight  unless  they  are  sure  of  their  cause  and 
perfectly  persuaded  there  is  no  other  way. 
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It  is  Foolish  to  make  one  Nation  the 
Scapegoat 

If  capitalism  seeking  markets,  nations  and 
empires  seeking  land,  patriots  shrieking  hate, 
diplomats  working  in  secret,  the  people  loving 
to  have  it  so  through  laziness — if  these  mighty 
influences  in  every  country  made  for  war,  we 
cannot  make  one  man  or  one  nation  the  scape- 
goat. It  may  be  one  man  was  caught  in  the 
stream  of  tendencies,  as  we  were.  He  was  partly 
a  cause  of  the  war,  but  he  was  partly  an  effect. 
We  have  surely  learnt  that  before  war  can  be 
abolished  many  things  must  be  altered. 

The  strife  of  capital  must  be  done  away. 

The  lust  for  territory  must  be  abolished. 

The  larger  patriotism  must  be  learnt. 

The  power  of  the  diplomats  must  cease. 

The  peoples  must  control  their  own  destinies 
and  march  together  to  the  better  Kingdom  of 
Justice  and  Love. 


CHAPTER   IV 

COULD   THE   WAR   HAVE 
BEEN    PREVENTED? 

To  snap  one  Link  is  to  break  the  Chain 

WE  have  seen  that  a  chain  of  causes  made  the 
war  inevitable.  To  snap  one  link  in  the  chain 
would  have  made  the  war  less  likely.  It  might 
have  prevented  it  altogether.  For  example,  the 
link  of  secret  diplomacy  if  it  had  been  broken 
might  have  snapped  the  chain.  Secrecy  breeds 
suspicion,  kills  goodwill,  and  prevents  the  healthy 
play  of  public  opinion. 

The  policy  advocated  by  Mr  Bernard  Shaw  a 
year  or  two  before  the  outbreak  of  war  might 
have  stopped  the  business.  He  pleaded  that 
Britain  should  tell  Germany  frankly  what  she 
would  do  in  case  Germany  provoked  war.  We 
should  surely  intervene. 

The  same  policy  should  have  been  proclaimed  if 
Russia  was  the  aggressor.  This  straightforward 
method  would,  at  least,  have  been  better  than  the 
one  pursued.  If  the  alliance  with  the  C/ar,  a 
matter  of  tremendous  importance,  had  becn,Jirst 
of  all,  put  before  the  judgment  of  the  country, 
discussed  in  every  paper,  debated  on  every  plat- 
form for  six  months,  and  then  decided  after  a 
thorough  discussion  in  Parliament,  I  doubt  whether 
the  Russian  bureaucrats  would  have  roped  in 
Britain  to  assist  their  wicked  plans. 
30 
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Similarly  the  snapping  of  the  link  of  competi- 
tive capitalism  would  have  given  the  war  a 
knock-out  blow.  If  two  great  nations  had  agreed 
to  co-operate  in  developing  some  native  territory 
for  the  good  of  the  natives  primarily,  and  then 
for  the  good  of  the  world's  trade,  such  a  step 
would  have  shown  the  foolishness  of  fighting  for 
commercial  power.  This  method  would  have  been 
supremely  difficult. 

The  Link  of  Imperialism  was  the  Strongest 

Romain  Holland,  a  great  Frenchman,  has  said 
that  imperialism  is  the  enemy  everywhere.  With- 
out the  spirit  of  imperialism  in  the  minds  of 
rulers  and  peoples,  even  capitalism  could  not 
cause  a  war.  The  idea  that  a  race  has  a  right 
to  rule,  to  extend  its  empire  over  other  races 
without  limit  is  the  root  of  the  war  evil.  It  is 
this  idea  which  makes  people  prepare  for  war. 

They  deceive  themselves  and  the  truth  is  not  in 
them  when  they  say  that  they  prepare  for  defence 
and  fight  to  keep  the  homeland  safe.  That  is 
Plato's  "  lie  in  the  soul." 

You  would  destroy  war  if  you  destroyed  the 
spirit  of  imperialism. 

How  Britain  might  have  broken  the  Chain 

No  nation  had  the  power  and  the  opportunity 
to  break  the  chain  and  prevent  the  war  as  Britain 
had.  Our  Empire  is  one-sixth  of  the  globe  and 
by  far  the  largest  and  the  richest.  Germany's 
colonies  were  poor  and  insignificant  compared 
\\  ith  our  rich  and  wide-spreading  territory.  During 
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the  period  when  Germany  obtained  her  colonies, 
we  added  far  more  to  our  imperial  lands. 

Now  the  imperialists  have  always  been  the 
fighters.  They  fought  for  India  cruelly  and 
relentlessly.  They  fought  for  South  Africa ;  for 
the  right  to  drug  China  with  opium,  and  some 
of  them  would  have  fought  long  ago  to  prevent 
Germany  ever  having  a  fleet  at  all.  It  is  true- 
that  there  is  more  freedom  and  justice  in  the 
British  Empire  than  in  any  other.  But  that  is 
no  credit  to  our  imperialists.  They  have  always 
opposed  justice  and  self-government  for  native 
races  and  have  advocated  a  policy  of  blood  and 
iron. 

The  real  good  in  the  British  Empire  is  not 
found  in  imperialism,  but  in  spite  of  imperialism. 
The  headmaster  of  Eton,  Dr  Lyttelton,  gave  an 
instance  of  the  kind  of  act  which  would  have 
prevented  the  war.  He  suggested  the  giving  up 
of  Gibraltar  in  order  to  show  our  disinterestedness. 
Some  dramatic  act  of  that  kind,  some  renunciation 
of  empire,  would  have  prevented  the  war. 

This  could  have  been  accomplished  without 
giving  up  the  security  of  good  government  or  the 
moral  influence  of  another  race.  David  Livingstone 
had  more  power  for  good  in  Africa  before  we 
established  our  official  authority  than  ever  anyone 
has  had  since. 

Suppose  during  the  crisis  of  191 4  we  had  offered 
a  big  slice  of  Nigeria  to  Germany  for  commercial 
development.  We  could  have  taken  guarantees 
for  the  proper  treatment  of  natives  and  for  freedom 
of  trade.  Or  suppose  we  had  suggested  co-opera- 
tion with  Germany  in  developing  the  resources  of 
the  near  East  without  dominion  or  exploitation. 
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Such  proposals  would  have  done  something  to 
snap  the  link  of  imperialism  binding  the  nations 
to  the  chariot-wheel  of  the  War-God. 


Sir  Edward  Grey  strove  for  Peace 

The  late  Sir  Edward  Cook  wrote  an  able 
pamphlet  entitled, "  How  Britain  strove  for  Peace." 
It  recounts  the  efforts  of  Sir  Edward  Grey  in  the 
years  before  the  war.  In  the  weeks  before  August 
1914  Sir  Edward  Grey  worked  with  might  and 
main  to  keep  the  peace.  But  he  failed  because 
he  only  dealt  with  surface  causes. 

The  murder  of  the  Archduke  and  even  the 
jealousy  of  Serbia  and  Austria  were  only  trivial 
incidents.  It  was  no  use  proposing  a  European 
conference  to  deal  with  this  dispute.  Because,  in 
the  first  place,  everyone  knew  beforehand  how 
each  Power  would  vote  and  that  Germany  would 
be  outvoted.  In  the  second  place,  such  a  con- 
ference would  never  have  dealt  with  the  real 
questions  of  war  and  peace. 

Sir  Edward  Grey  never  faced  the  Facts 
which  made  for  War 

None  of  the  great  Powers  were  thinking  of  tin- 
poor  murdered  Archduke  or  the  alleged  crime  of 
Serbia.  Russia  was  thinking  of  her  dream  to 
win  Constantinople.  Austria  was  thinking  of 
making  her  ramshackle  Empire  a  little  stronger. 
Germany  was  thinking  of  the  group  of  Powers 
hemming  her  in,  when  she  wanted  room  to  sprawl 
and  stretch  herself  over  the  world.  She  felt  like 
a  man  whose  throat  was  gripped  by  an  iron  hand. 
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France  was  thinking  of  the  chance  to  get  her  own 
back  after  forty  years.  Britain  was  thinking  how 
she  could  be  true  to  her  allied  friends  and  stop 
Germany's  leap  forward.  The  diplomacy  of  Grey, 
and  of  all  the  diplomats,  ostrich-like,  buried  its 
head  in  the  sand  and  never  looked  fairly  and 
squarely  at  these  plain  facts. 


The  Way  of  Peace  means  Trampling  on 
Pride  and  Custom 

A  statesman  who  could  have  prevented  the  war 
needed  to  have  been  a  man  of  infinite  courage. 
He  would  have  been  the  leader  of  a  moral  revolu- 
tion. Most  statesmen  follow  in  certain  well- 
trodden  paths.  They  will  never  discuss  with  any 
other  nation  questions  of  honour  and  interest. 
That  would  be  below  their  dignity.  They  prefer 
to  send  millions  to  their  death  rather  than  bate 
one  jot  of  the  claims  of  precedence  and  power. 
These  questions  of  honour  and  interest  are  the 
very  questions  which  need  frank  and  free  dis- 
cussion. 

Renunciation,  the  giving  up  ot  empire,  is  the 
only  way  to  peace.  Lenin  and  Trotsky  went  a 
little  distance  on  this  way  when  they  yielded 
portions  of  the  absurd  Russian  Empire  to  self- 
governing  peoples.  A  real  leader  of  men  will 
not  be  the  slave  of  circumstance,  the  plaything  of 
tradition  and  custom.  He  will  appeal  to  the 
people  to  follow  the  nobler  path  of  moral  freedom, 
the  giving  up  of  power  and  rule  in  order  to  win 
a  more  abundant  entrance  into  the  kingdom  of 
love  and  peace. 
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"Alabama"  and  Majuba 

The  way  of  renunciation  is  not  altogether 
untrod.  Here  are  two  classic  examples.  After 
the  Civil  War  in  America  the  North  was  on  the 
point  of  fighting  Britain  because  we  had  helped 
the  South  bv  sending  a  destructive  cruiser,  the 
Alabama,  from  our  shores.  Our  statesmen  agreed 
to  submit  the  question  to  arbitration.  It  was  a 
humiliating  business  for  a  proud  empire,  and 
the  Court  of  Arbitration  made  us  pay  far  more 
smartly  than  we  ever  imagined.  But  the  way  of 
humiliation  was  the  way  of  peace,  and  no  one 
doubts  now  that  it  was  worth  while. 

Mr  Gladstone  was  often  taunted  with  truckling 
to  the  Boers  at  Majuba  Hill.  There  we  were 
thoroughly  beaten  by  the  Boers,  and  Mr  Gladstone 
generously  and  wisely  made  peace  without  punish- 
ing the  Boers  for  their  impertinent  victory.  The 
Majuba  way,  we  are  told  by  imperialists,  led  to 
the  South  African  War  twenty  years  after.  The 
reverse  is  the  truth. 

The  South  African  War  was  the  fruit  of  the 
hectoring  spirit  of  Kipling  imperialism.  When 
the  war  of  1899-1902  was  over,  and  Sir  Henrv 
Campbell-Bannerman  became  Premier,  he  adopted 
the  method  of  Majuba.  When  our  imperialists 
would  have  kept  Botha  and  Smuts  in  exile  the 
rest  of  their  days,  Bannerman  trusted  them  with 
self-government.  To-dav  the  Majuba  policy  is 
justified. 

Seek  Peace  and  You  shall  Find 

If  we  want  peace,  we  shall  have  to  seek  it  with 
all  our  hearts.  Peace  cannot  be  won  without 
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paying  the  price,  and  the  price  is  the  renunciation 
of  empire.  Does  this  mean,  a  friend  asks,  that 
we  should  dismantle  our  imperial  structure  at  one 
stroke  ?  By  no  means.  It  does  mean  a  definite 
determination  to  convert  our  Empire,  step  by 
step,  into  a  Commonwealth  of  Nations. 

It  means  a  change  of  spirit  in  our  dealings 
with  India,  with  Egypt,  and  with  Ireland.  Im- 
perialism must  go  everywhere.  The  war  must  be 
the  death-knell  of  German  imperialism,  but  not 
only  German — British,  French,  Italian,  Russian, 
and  Japanese  imperialism  must  cease. 

No  nation  must  lord  it  over  another.  All 
must  serve  in  the  one  great  kingdom  of  brother- 
hood and  justice. 

"  Peace  conies  when  men  serene  and  strong- 
Have  put  away  their  pride, 
Like  sunset  at  the  close  of  day 
On  some  fair  mountain-side  ; 
Peace  comes  when  love  of  self  is  dead, 
When  love  of  conquest  dies, 
When  in  each  soul  the  seed  is  sown 
Which  blossoms  in  the  skies.' 


PART   II 

THE  CARRYING  ON  OF 
THE  WAR 


CHAPTER    I 
THE   GERMAN    ATROCITIES 

Atrocity  Stories  kept  the  War-Blood  Boiling 

IT  is  not  my  purpose  to  record  the  history  of 
the  battles  and  campaigns  of  the  Great  War. 
The  things  I  wish  to  expose  and  emphasise  are 
these  common  errors  and  delusions  which  were 
spread  abroad  during  the  war.  They  helped  to 
keep  the  war-spirit  alive.  Before  many  months 
had  passed  many  folk  were  war- weary.  But  we 
British  are  a  much-enduring  race.  Any  new  story 
will  suffice  to  rekindle  our  ardour.  People  grew 
rather  weary  of  "  The  Scrap  of  Paper."  The 
Blue  Book  containing  the  record  of  the  twelve 
days  of  diplomatic  telegrams  was  very  dull  reading, 
and  few  read  it. 

For  the  purpose  of  keeping  aHamc  the  spirit  of 
war  in  Britain  the  German  atrocities  were  a  god- 
send. During  four  out  of  the  five  years  of  war,  it 
is  safe  to  say  British  public  opinion  was  kept  at 
the  right  war-temperature  by  the  wide  circulation 
37 
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of  the  stories  of  German  brutality.  This  was 
done  not  merely  by  such  careful  and  temperate 
reports  as  those  of  Lord  Bryce  and  Professor 
Morgan,  but  the  British  newspapers  reeked  with 
atrocities.  During  the  paper  shortage  our  local 
paper  had  a  weekly  supplement,  evidently  sent 
from  the  War  Aims  Bureau.  It  consisted  of  a 
budget  of  choice  atrocity  yarns.  Fiction  and 
films  were  used  for  the  same  purpose.  Nearly 
every  serial  in  the  provincial  weeklies  had  its 
brutal  Hun  or  German  spy  as  the  villain  of  the  plot. 
Government  films  were  employed  to  impress  upon 
the  minds  of  the  illiterate  the  wickedness  of  our 
foe  and  the  holiness  of  our  cause.  These  atrocity 
stories  were  told  with  one  deliberate  purpose, 
naked  and  unashamed,  to  make  the  British  people 
believe  that  we  were  fighting  a  whole  race  of  brutes. 

Two  sayings  of  Christian  ministers  are  typical 
of  the  mind  of  the  British  people  during  the  war 
period. 

One  said  to  me,  u  I  would  destroy  every  German 
alive.  The  people  are  as  rotten  as  the  rulers." 
Another  replied,  when  I  appealed  to  the  doctrine 
of  human  brotherhood  which  lie  preached,  kk  Ah, 
but  these  are  not  men,  they  are  beasts." 

Both  these  men  had  been  ardent  advocates  of 
peace  before  1914.  They,  like  the  uneducated 
mass,  were  carried  awav  by  the  stream  of  atrocity 
propaganda. 

Some  Atrocities  were  Exceptional 
and  not  the  Rule 

I  do  not  deny  that  the  bulk  of  these  stories  were 
true.  Neither  could  one  dispute  the  fact  that  the 
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German  people  as  a  whole  were  tainted  with  an 
evil  spirit  of  cruelty.  The  dominant  note  of 
triumph  over  the  sinking  of  the  Lusitania  l  and 
the  Zeppelin  warfare  could  only  have  been  heard 
in  a  depraved  and  degenerate  people. 

Still,  the  actual  cruel  deeds  of  the  soldiers 
represented  only  a  minority  of  the  people.  The 
very  same  folk  who  are  said  to  have  rejoiced  over 
the  sinking  of  the  Ltisitunia  showed  Kindness  to 
British  prisoners. 

A  lady  who  was  in  Germany  for  two  years  of 
the  war  told  me  that  she  received  nothing  but 
kindness.  No  British  paper  would  publish  this 
simple  fact  during  the  war.  There  was  an  endless 
demand  for  stories  of  cruelty.  Stories  of  kindness 
were  rejected  by  the  whole  race  of  editors,  especially 
by  the  religious  press.  This  exclusion  of  the  good 
side  of  Teutonic  nature  was  not  solely  due  to  the 
censorship.  It  was  partly  due  to  the  works  of 
supererogation  whereby  editors  earned  a  special 
place  in  the  rolls  of  patriotic  service.  The  Labour 
Leader,  The  Herald,  and  The  Nation  were  about 
the  only  exceptions. 

A  soldier  who  knew  first-hand  of  the  German 
deeds  in  Belgium,  and  who  had  served  in  the  Boer 
War,  affirmed  there  was  little  to  choose  between  our 
record  in  Africa  and  the  German  record  in  Belgium. 
I  was  rather  surprised,  for  example,  at  the  fewness 
of  the  offences  against  women  in  Lord  Bryce's 
report.  The  extent  of  such  offences  when  a 

1 A  competent  observer  who  was  in  Germany  and 
Austria  during  the  greater  part  of  the  war  denies  that  this 
was  the  dominant  note.  He  affirms  that  there  was  wide- 
spread disgust  and  dismay.  I  set  clown  his  judgment  a^ 
against  the  popular  view. 
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British  army  invades  native  territory  in  Africa  or 
India  is  much  greater.  Our  moral  indignation 
against  the  whole  German  race  was  not  only 
unjustifiable,  it  was  ludicrous. 

Why  there  must  be  Atrocities  in  War 

There  are  bound  to  be  atrocities  in  war,  but 
especially  in  a  war  such  as  this.  In  peace-time  cruel, 
unclean  things  are  done  every  day  by  the  thousand. 
Since  the  Armistice  the  papers  have  been  filled 
with  records  of  jealousy  and  lust,  hate  and  cruelty. 
There  are  men  who  will  take  advantage  of  weakness 
and  trample  on  purity.  Is  it  natural  that  these 
men  will  act  like  lambs  on  the  orgy  of  a  battle- 
field ?  Even  the  meek  and  gentle  are  turned 
into  beasts  of  prey.  Perhaps  the  most  horrible 
sacrifice  of  the  war  has  been  the  sacrifice  of  the 
purity  of  clean  young  lives  on  the  brothels  of  the 
battle-fields.  As  for  the  depraving  of  the  German 
people,  we  do  not  need  to  be  surprised  at  that. 
The  depravity  at  our  own  doors,  the  wild  orgy 
of  licence  in  every  city,  the  callousness  of  the 
British  clergy  in  the  face  of  the  murder  of  millions 
by  starvation — these  things  should  enable  us  to 
understand  why  war  demoralises  a  people. 

Killing  men  is  an  immoral  business  and  the 
fountain  of  all  uncleanness. 


The  Submarine  Warfare  and  the 
Blockade 

Mow   often   in    meetings    pleading  for  peace  I 
have  heard  the  raucous  crv  from  the  warmongers. 
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"  What  about  the  submarine  murderers  ?  "  It  is 
amazing  that  men  and  women  can  see  the  moral 
wrong  of  this  method  of  warfare,  and  yet  applaud 
the  method  of  the  blockade.  I  have  heard 
ministers  many  times  speak  of  submarine  warfare 
as  the  essence  of  devilry.  The  same  men  would 
thank  God  fervently  for  the  British  Navy  and  its 
clean  record,  and  they  would  glory  in  the 
thoroughness  of  the  blockade.  It  may  be  that 
the  blockade  is  an  instrument  sanctioned  by 
International  Law.  The  submarine  method  is  new 
and  was  advocated  and  approved  by  a  British 
admiral,  Sir  Percy  Scott.  The  blockade  is  a 
peculiarly  British  device.  But  from  the  moral 
point  of  view,  if  one  is  worse  than  the  other,  it  is 
the  blockade. 

The  extreme  use  of  the  submarine  weapon  by 
Germany  was  only  adopted  against  the  wishes  of 
her  chief  statesmen,  owing  to  the  desperate  con- 
dition of  the  people,  starved  by  our  blockade. 
This  fact  is  clearly  shown  in  a  book  published  by 
Mr  John  Murray  and  written  by  an  Allied 
sympathiser,  Mr  Schreincr.  The  Iron  Ration 
proves  beyond  a  doubt  that  Germany  was  driven 
to  her  cruel  murders  on  the  high  seas  bv  our 
cruel  murders  in  the  homes  of  the  German  and 
Austrian  people. 

To  die  a  sudden  painless  death  on  the  ocean  is 
hard,  but  to  see  one's  children  pine  away  through 
hunger  is  infinitely  harder.  The  latter  agony  has 
been  the  lot  of  millions  (as  we  shall  see  in  a  later 
chapter)  through  the  work  of  our  Navy.  Can  we, 
then,  treat  Germany  as  the  onlv  callous  criminal 
in  this  continent  of  blood  '•: 
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Atrocious  Deeds  were  done  by  every 
Belligerent 

No  nation  has  clean  hands.  Our  Allies  the 
Russians,  in  the  first  year  of  the  war,  committed 
deeds  against  the  Jews  and  subject-races  which 
in  depth  of  cruelty  and  in  range  of  suffering 
have  never  been  equalled.  If  anyone  doubts 
this,  let  him  read  the  record  of  Russian  deeds 
in  Mr  Zangwill's  War  of  the  World,  one  of  the 
bravest,  truest  books  on  the  subject  which  has 
ever  been  written.  It  was  Russian  brutality  of 
the  Cossacks  which  provoked  the  terrible  retalia- 
tion of  the  Turks  against  the  Armenians. 

The  bringing  of  coloured  races  from  all  parts 
of  the  world  by  France,  by  Britain,  by  Italy,  and 
by  the  Bolsheviks1  is  to  my  mind  the  most  un- 
speakable atrocity  of  the  Great  War.  These 
peoples  do  not  understand  the  issue  of  the  struggle. 
They  are  brought  as  sheep  to  the  slaughter.  Those 
who  have  brought  them  to  the  slaughter-house 
will  have  the  impudence  to  send  missionaries  to 
them  to  preach  the  gospel  of  peace.  That  gospel, 
indeed,  is  needed,  but  it  is  needed  at  home. 

Britain's  Clean  Hands 

"  We  are  fighting  and  we  go  on  fighting  with 
a  clear  conscience,  with  clean  hands,  and  an 
unquailing  heart."  Can  you  guess  the  speaker 
of  those  words  ?  He  might  be  the  Kaiser,  or 

1  It  is  only  fair  to  add  that  Prof.  Goode,  a  reliable 
authority,  lias  denied  the  wholesale  use  of  Chinese  by 
Lenin  in  Russia.  The  story  may  go  the  same  way  as  the 
one  about  "the  nationalisation  of  women.'' 
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President  Wilson,  Clemenceau,  Orlando,  or  Lloyd 
George.  The  words,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  are  those 
of  Mr  Asquith.  I  think  I  will  leave  them  with 
simply  a  question. 

Can  you  look,  honestly,  at  one  item  in  our 
record,  the  blockade,  and  yet  speak  of  "  a  clear 
conscience  and  clean  hands  ? " 

War  is  the  Great  Atrocity 

When  once  you  go  into  war,  you  can  never  tell 
to  what  depths  of  cruelty  and  depravity  you  will 
descend.  The  truest  words  about  war  were  once 
uttered  by  Lord  Fisher.  Whether  he  meant 
them  literally  or  not  I  cannot  say.  But  they 
give  the  sum  and  substance  of  the  methods  of 
warfare. 

"The  essence  of  war  is  violence.  Moderation 
in  war  is  imbecility.  Hit  first,  hit  hard,  and  hit 
anywhere.  The  humanising  of  war!  You  might 
as  well  talk  of  the  humanising  of  hell.  Kick  your 
enemy  when  he  is  down.  Hit  him  in  the  belly, 
and  boil  your  prisoners  in  oil  (if  you  take  any), 
and  torture  his  women  and  children  ;  then  people 
will  keep  clear  of  you." 

The  language  is  not  pleasing  to  the  ear,  but 
truth  is  not  always  a  sweet  morsel  on  the  tongue. 
This  is  "clean"  fighting  —  German.  French, 
Russian,  and,  above  all,  British. 


CHAPTER   II 
THE   BATTLES    IN    FRANCE 

The  Problem  of  Beating  Germany 

WHEN  the  war  broke  out,  the  Manchester  Guardian 
put  forward  a  plan  of  operations  for  Britain.  They 
advocated  an  attack  on  Germany  by  sea,  without  any 
assistance  being  given  to  France  by  an  Expeditionary 
Force.  One  wonders  what  would  have  happened  if 
such  a  policyhadbeen  pursued.  The  Germans  would 
probably  have  reached  Paris,  but  had  we  concen- 
trated on  the  use  of  our  naval  power  we  might  have 
hit  Germany  far  more  speedily  and  effectively  than 
by  stopping  the  German  advance. 

The  possession  of  foreign  soil  and  even  of  the 
enemy's  capital  is  not  always  an  enviable  asset  in 
warfare. 

(Lord  Fisher,  I  observe,  holds  that  conscription 
was  a  great  tactical  mistake, and  prolonged  the  war.) 

However,  our  tacticians  decided  to  use  both 
Army  and  Navy.  Our  fleet  was  employed  to 
destroy  or  lock  up  the  German  Mercantile  Marine 
and  to  intern  the  German  Navy. 

Our  little  Army  went  to  defend  France,  and  with 
some  fortune  in  the  weather  and  partly  owing  to 
the  German  shortage  of  munitions,  they  helped 
to  stem  the  German  advance  on  Paris. 

The  Easterners  and  the  Westerners 
After  the  rival  armies  had  become  entrenched, 

44 
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facing  one  another  in  Northern  France  and  Belgium, 
no  one  could  really  tell  how  the  war  was  to  be 
won.  Mr  Belloc's  entertaining  articles  proved  con- 
clusively how  soon  the  Germans  would  wear  out. 
The  Bellocians  to  this  day  believe  that  their  prophet 
was  right.  The  only  difference  is  that  other  factors 
came  in  and  prolonged  Germany's  resistance. 
That,  of  course,  is  the  essence  of  warfare. 

You  can  never  make  war  according  to  pro- 
gramme. Some  argued  from  the  beginning  that 
fighting  would  never  decide  the  war.  M.  Bloch, 
a  Swedish  banker,  had  written  a  book  on  war 
some  years  before.  His  contention  was  that  modern 
warfare  would  become  a  game  of  checkmate  with 
no  final  decision.  The  Pacifists  quoted  M.  Bloch  to 
prove  the  futility  of  the  fighting  in  France. 

Among  the  fighters  were  two  schools.  Some 
;->aid  the  war  should  be  won  in  the  East  by  taking 
Constantinople  and  the  Balkans,  and  then  Austria. 
Mr  J.  W.  Sidebottom  of  the  Manchester  Guardian 
was  of  this  Eastern  school. 

Others  held  that  we  should  concentrate  our 
forces  on  the  Western  front  and  break  our  way 
through  the  enemy's  lines  towards  Berlin. 

Neither  school  got  its  way.  We  distributed 
our  forces  between  East  and  West.  It  is  difficult 
to  see  how  the  fighting  influenced  the  final  sur- 
render of  Germany. 

The  Influence  of  the  Naval  Blockade 

More  than  all  the  fighting,  the  weakening  of 
the  German  morale  was  due  to  the  work  of  the 
Navy.  The  shortage  of  food,  and  especially  of  fats, 
made  it  impossible  for  the  Germans  to  fight  on. 

No  one   can,  therefore,  claim  that  the  end  of 
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the  war  was  secured  bv  fighting,  and   M.   Bloch 
was  as  near  the  truth  as  any  of  the  strategists. 

The  war  was  brought  to  an  end  by  the  Navy 
and  not  by  the  Army. 

The  Offensive  and  the  Defensive 

In  reading  the  history  of  the  war  in  France, 
one  asks  the  question  whether  the  frequent  Allied 
offensives  answered  any  real  effective  purpose. 
In  1915  we  made  two  great  attacks — one  at  Neuve 
Chapelle,  the  other  at  Loos. 

Both  were  very  costly  failures.  In  1916  we  had 
the  great  battles  on  the  Somme  and  advanced 
towards  Bapaume  and  Peronne. 

We  never  attained  as  much  as  the  objectives 
defined  by  Sir  Douglas  Haig.  Our  losses  were  enor- 
mous, though  the  Germans  may  have  lost  more.  In 
March  1917  the  Germans  retreated  to  the  Hinden- 
burg  line,  and  during  that  year,  with  fluctuations  of 
success  and  failure,  we  gained  considerable  ground 
near  Vimy  Ridge,  on  the  Aisne,  and  at  Passchen- 
dale.  But  our  gain  of  territory  had  meant  depleted 
armies  as  compared  with  the  German  increases. 

In  March  1918  the  great  German  offensive 
swept  away  more  than  all  our  gains  since  1915. 

The  final  result  was  as  you  were  three  years 
before.  It  cannot  be  proved  that  our  offensive 
and  gain  of  territory  from  July  to  October  1918 
was  the  cause  of  the  German  surrender. 

Had  the  morale  of  the  German  troops  not  been 
undermined  by  the  food  problem  and  the  changed 
attitude  of  Social  Democracy,  another  line  could 
have  been  found  and  the  game  of  give-and-take 
resumed. 

The  victories   under  Foch  and  Haig  were  not 
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mainly  due  to  superior  strategy,  but  to  the 
failure  of  the  submarine  menace,  the  undermining 
influence  of  the  Russian  Revolution  in  Germany, 
and  the  looming  onset  of  the  Americans. 

Were  the  Offensives  of  any  Use  whatever  ? 

Suppose  that  after  1 91 5  we  had  allowed  the  Ger- 
mans to  do  all  the  attacking  and  adopted  purely 
defensive  tactics  combined  with  the  naval  blockade,! 
doubt  whether  the  result  would  have  been  different. 

The  reasons  given  for  these  costly  offensives 
varied  according  to  the  particular  expert  who 
gave  his  opinion.  One  prevalent  idea,  not  confined 
to  the  ranks,  mentioned  by  military  experts, 
journalists,  and  Cabinet  Ministers  was  the  breaking 
through  the  German  line  and  the  march  to  Berlin. 
Nearly  every  soldier  who  took  part  in  the  great  offen- 
sives at  Neuve  Chapelle,  at  Loos,  at  Ypres,  and  Arras 
believed  that  he  was  on  his  way  to  break  the  line. 
Then  there  was  a  straight  course  to  Berlin. 

Even  Lord  Curzon  in  a  famous  passage  pictured 
the  march  of  the  Indian  Cavalry  along  the  Unter 
den  Linden.  More  than  one  Cabinet  Minister 
held  out  this  hope  before  some  great  attack  which 
was  to  cost  hundreds  of  thousands  of  lives. 

The  hope  was  entirely  futile.  Of  course  other 
experts  denied  that  this  was  the  object  of  our  offen- 
sives. The  aim  of  breaking  through  was  simply  a 
convenient  illusion  for  simple-minded  soldiers.  It 
got  them  over  the  top  with  a  good  heart. 

Our  real  aim  was  to  kill  Germans  and  destroy 
the  confidence  of  the  German  Army  and  the  German 
people.  As  Sir  Frederick  Maurice  puts  it,  "An 
attack  is  less  costly  than  defence  and  is  the  one 
and  only  means  of  winning  victory.  The  struggles 
on  the  Somme  (1916)  and  at  Passchendale  (1917) 
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were  not  costly  failures;  they  exhausted  the  military 
strength  of  Germany,  sapped  the  morale  of  the 
German  Army,  and  laid  the  foundations  of  victory."" 

This  apology  for  the  great  attacks  is  very  popu- 
lar now  after  the  event.  Again  and  again  I  have 
been  told  that  we  lost  as  many  men  in  these  huge 
attacks  as  the  Germans,  and  our  failure  to  move 
forward  caused  widespread  consternation  and  dis- 
appointment among  British  soldiers  and  civilians. 

It  is  incorrect  that  the  German  Army  was 
undermined  by  the  British  attacks  of  1916-1917. 
After  that  period  the  Germans  won  some  of  their 
most  brilliant  triumphs  in  France,  Italy,  and  the 
Balkans.  An  attack  as  often  as  not  depresses  the 
attacking  party  as  much  as  the  defenders. 

The  breakdown  of  Nivelle's  attacking  armies 
in  the  spring  of  1917  caused  serious  mutiny  and 
rebellion  in  the  French  Army. 

It  is  certainly  an  open  question  whether  modern 
war  is  brought  nearer  to  a  decision  by  any  offensive 
on  any  field.  The  theory  of  Bloch  has  not  been 
confuted  by  this  war. 

The  Wicked  Stupidity  of  War 

To  kill  Germans  in  France  meant  the  killing  of 
many  British  soldiers.  It  was,  for  the  most  part, 
a  game  of  tit  for  tat.  All  the  killing  had  little 
bearing  on  the  final  issue  of  the  war.  That  was 
decided  by  the  British  Navy  and  reserve  power  of 
the  United  States. 

Could  anything  show  more  plainly  the  waste 
and  futility  of  modern  warfare  than  these  cam- 
paigns in  France  and  Flanders  ? 

Even  their  expert  advocates  cannot  agree  as  to 
the  aims  and  objects  of  the  whole  murderous 
business. 


CHAFrER   III 
THE  CAMPAIGN  IN   GALLIPOLI 

The  Capture  of  Constantinople  would  have 
shortened  the  War 

"  WAR  is  nothing  but  a  gamble,"  was  the 
characteristic  apology  of  Mr  Churchill  for  the 
failure  of  the  Gallipoli  Expedition  in  1915.  Mr 
Churchill  was  an  Easterner.  He  was  ready  to 
take  risks  in  France  and  make  sure  of  winning 
the  war  in  the  Mast. 

Even  if  the  plan  had  succeeded  and  we  had 
captured  Constantinople,  no  one  can  sav  what 
would  have  been  the  effect.  Russia  would  have 
been  an  uncertain  quantity  in  any  case. 

There  would  have  been  no  guarantee  that  the 
way  would  be  clear  to  crush  Austria  from  the 
East.  If  Germany  had  reached  Paris  through 
our  concentration  on  the  Eastern  front,  we  are 
not  by  any  means  sure  that  the  war  would  have 
come  to  a  speed v  end. 

A  Simultaneous  Attack  by  Land  and  Sea 
might  have  captured  the  City 

The  original  idea  was  to  make  a  secret  amphibious 
attack.  The  Dreadnoughts  were  to  crush  through 
the  Narrows  and  an  armed  force  of  infantry  was 
to  attempt  a  landing.  This  plan  could  not  be 
carried  out  because  Lord  Kitchener  could  not 
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spare  the  men  and  Lord  Fisher,  as  things  were, 
was  not  keen  on  the  scheme.  It  is  just  possible 
that  such  a  plan  might  have  succeeded.  However, 
war  is  a  gamble,  as  Mr  Churchill  tells  us,  and 
you  never  can  tell. 

The  Heroic  Attempt  and  the  Failure 

The  story  of  the  marvellous  landing  of  the 
Lancashiremen  and  the  Anzacs  has  been  told  in 
Mr  Masefield's  epic  narrative  and  the  able  account 
of  Mr  H.  W.  Nevinson.  We  made  no  simul- 
taneous attempt.  The  naval  attack  was  well- 
advertised,  and,  as  the  world  saw  its  failure,  our 
diligent  press  gave  hints  of  a  subsequent  land 
attack.  In  spite  of  clever  ruses,  the  Turks  were 
ready  for  us  when  we  tried  to  land.  Mr  Churchill 
said  on  one  occasion  we  were  within  a  few  miles 
of  complete  victory.  We  might  as  well  have 
been  millions  of  miles.  As  things  were,  the 
Gallipoli  Expedition  was  as  hopeless  a  business 
as  the  attempted  defence  of  Antwerp  by  Mr 
Churchill  and  his  bluejackets. 

We  left  50,000  graves  of  our  men  in  Gallipoli, 
and  the  total  casualties  were  nearly  200,000.  The 
expedition  destroyed  our  prestige  in  the  East,  and 
it  is  doubtful  whether  any  advantages  outweighed 
the  loss. 

Why  we  made  the  Attempt 

The  attack  on  Constantinople  was  not  made 
to  divert  the  German  and  Turkish  troops.  It 
was  made  to  satisfy  the  ambitions  of  Russian 
imperialists.  For  many  years  it  had  been  their 
hope  to  extend  their  Empire  to  the  Dardanelles. 
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They  pressed  for  the  attack  to  be  made,  and  the 
Gallipoli  tragedy  was  the  price  of  the  Russian 
alliance. 

Russia  did  not  get  Constantinople 

When  the  secret  treaties  were  revealed  by 
Lenin  and  Trotsky  it  was  found,  as  the  U.D.C. 
had  often  asserted,  that  we  had  agreed  to  give 
Constantinople  to  the  Russians. 

That  imperialist  dream  has  not  been  realised, 
and  seems  further  off  than  ever. 


CHAPTER   IV 
WAR   AND    FALSEHOOD 

The  Camouflage  of  War 

There  is  a  very  close  connection  between  war 
and  every  sort  of  crime.  "He  that  breaketh  the 
law  in  one  point  is  guilty  of  all.""  When  one 
breaks  the  commandment,  "Thou  shalt  not  kill/" 
it  is  to  be  expected  that  other  commandments 
will  be  ignored.  The  word  "  camouflage  "  is  new, 
but  the  practice  of  "  camouflage  "  is  old  enough. 
In  the  early  days  we  had  the  account  of  the 
Russian  Army  in  Britain.  That  illustrated  the 
credulity  of  the  people  and  the  atmosphere  of 
unreality  which  war  creates.  War  encourages 
the  habit  of  falsehood,  not  only  among  soldiers 
but  among  all  classes. 

The  newspapers  are  compelled  to  suppress  the 
truth  for  military  purposes.  Then  they  go  on  to 
invent  and  mould  facts  in  order  to  support  their 
Government.  Ikying  becomes  an  established 
lucrative  profession  in  war-time,  as  camouflage 
is  part  of  the  tactics  of  fighting. 

Falsehoods  about  the  Origin  of  the  War 

"The  scrap  of  paper v  and  the  German  prepara- 
tion were  the  chief  examples  of  this  class,  ami 
enough  has  been  said  about  them  in  previous 
chapters.  Another  instance  is  the  whitewashing 
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of  the  guilt  of  Russia  by  the  British  press. 
Evidence  was  very  strong  in  1914  that  the  Russian 
Government  was  equally  responsible  with  the 
German  military  clique  for  the  forcing  of  war. 
That  evidence  is  overwhelming  to-day.  Yet  our 
press  spoke  of  the  C/ar,  his  generals  and  his 
ministers,  as  though  they  were  inspired  by  the 
spirit  of  freedom  and  brotherhood.  They  had 
come  out  to  fight  from  the  highest  motives  on 
the  side  of  France  and  Britain. 

Ijord  French  in  his  recent  book  asserts  that 
these  very  same  men  betrayed  the  cause  of  the 
Allies  through  their  corruption  and  incompetence. 
We  know  full  well  now  that  the  Russian  people 
were  not  our  Allies.  They  were  dragged  to  n'ght 
by  a  wicked  and  unscrupulous  Government,  who 
shared  with  the  German  militarists  the  guilt  of 
actively  provoking  war. 

Hugh  Walpole's  novel,  The  Dark  Forest,  gives 
to  me  a  more  vivid  conception  of  the  tremendous 
Russian  agony  than  any  book  I  know. 

For  that  agony  her  own  rulers  must  bear  the 
great  burden  of  responsibility. 

Falsehoods  about  the  War  Itself 

Perhaps  delusions  would  be  a  better  word  than 
falsehoods.  The  people  were  deluded  again  and 
again  by  false  hopes.  There  was  the  hope  of  the 
Russian  steam-roller,  which  was  to  press  on  to 
Berlin.  Before  every  offensive  it  was  pitiful  to 
hear  in  every  home  the  confident  expectation. 
"We'll  get  him  on  the  run  and  he'll  not  stop 
until  he's  over  the  Rhine."  We  know  now  how 
differently  things  happened,  but  most  people  have 
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forgotten  their  foolish  delusions.  I  remember 
vividly  before  one  Bank  Holiday  in  1916  the 
munition-workers  wanted  a  rest.  An  influential 
Cabinet  Minister,  a  Labour  man,  made  a  reassur- 
ing speech.  "  Work  away,  my  lads,"  he  said, 
"in  a  few  months*  time  you1!!  get  a  long  rest." 
The  word  was  all  but  universally  believed. 
Another  deluded  hope  was  in  the  powers  of  some 
new  gun  which  would  pulverise  the  enemy. 

I  have  often  been  assured  by  experts  in  Govern- 
ment service  that  in  a  few  months  we  should  land 
in  France  a  new  type  of  gun  which  would  stagger 
the  Universe.  The  Huns  would  be  utterly  wiped 
out.  Nothing  could  save  them.  How  pathetically 
we  trusted  in  these  tales !  The  most  widely  read 
and  the  most  intellectual  of  our  weekly  journals 
(I  mean  John  Bull}  did  eminent  service  in 
spreading  abroad  these  assurances  of  coming  mili- 
tary victory.  Hearts  were  buoyed  up  and  minds 
were  braced  to  new  exertions  by  these  optimists 
of  war. 

Falsehoods  about  the  Ends  of  the  War 

The  general  ends  declared  again  and  again 
freedom  for  small  nations,  the  destruction  of 
militarism,  a  European  partnership  instead  of  the 
clash  of  alliances — these  can  be  compared  by 
anyone  with  the  actual  Treaty  of  Peace.  The 
closing  part  of  this  essay  deals  briefly  with  this 
aspect. 

It  may  here  be  noted  that  Italy,  Greece,  and 
Rumania  when  they  entered  the  war  used  the 
same  high-sounding  phrases  about  freedom  and 
justice.  "Earth  is  sick  and  Heaven  is  weary  of 
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the  hollow  words  that  States  and  Kingdoms  utter 
when  they  talk  of  truth  and  justice.1"  The  real 
ends  of  these  nations  were  self-aggrandisement  and 
power  at  the  expense  of  other  countries. 

They  simply  sold  themseh'es  to  the  highest 
bidder.  Their  entrance  into  the  struggle  proved 
the  real  character  of  the  war.  To  receive  Allies 
whose  dominant  motive  was  the  seizure  of  territory 
by  military  power  was  to  act  on  the  principle 
"Might  is  Right." 

Our  statesmen  declared  we  were  fighting  to 
destroy  this  motto.  Italv  and  Rumania  had  no 
shame  in  bargaining  to  carry  out  the  motto,  and 
they  have  stuck  to  their  bargain  and  carried  it 
out  in  Transylvania,  Hungary,  and  Dalmatia. 

Lord  Salisbury's  Confession 

A  day  or  two  after  the  Armistice  two  pleas 
were  made  for  a  new  era  of  truth-speaking.  Lord 
Salisbury  confessed  we  had  not  been  able  to  speak 
the  truth  in  war-time.  "  Now,"  said  he,  "  let  us 
make  a  fresh  start  and  speak  the  truth,  the  whole 
truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth."  The  Manchester 
Guardian  made  a  similar  confession,  and  they,  at 
any  rate,  have  brought  forth  fruits  meet  for 
repentance.  No  journal,  since  the  Armistice,  has 
done  more  to  spread  abroad  the  impartial  truth 
about  European  and  American  affairs.  But  war 
leaves  behind  an  evil  tradition. 

The  habit  of  falsehood  is  hard  to  shake  oft  and 
some  of  our  statesmen,  as  Lord  Robert  Cecil  says, 
find  it  difficult  to  get  rid  of  the  war-mind.  They 
have  not  vet  cast  off  the  works  of  darkness  and 
put  on  the  armour  of  light. 


CHAFFER    V 
WHO    WON    THE    WAR? 

Did  Lloyd  George,  Foch,  or  the  Germans  ? 

THE  credit  of  winning  the  war,  whatever  it  may 
be  worth,  is  claimed  for  quite  a  number  of  people. 
Statesmen,  soldiers,  sailors,  munition-workers  are 
among  the  ones  who  claim  the  reward  for  victory. 

It  is  a  more  thorny  question  than  the  one  now 
being  discussed  before  a  Commission,  "  Who  in- 
vented the  tanks?"  Lloyd  George  has  often  been 
greeted  as  "  the  man  who  won  the  war."  Even 
The  Spectator,  which  not  long  ago  compared  him 
to  a  vampire  and  severely  impugned  both  his 
accuracy  and  honesty,  proposed  that  he  should 
receive  £5000  a  year  for  life  because  of  his  services 
in  winning  the  war.  A  great  religious  weekly 
said  that  his  name  would  go  down  in  the  records 
of  history  as  the  one  who  conquered  the  Germans. 
Others,  however,  would  give  more  credit  to  the 
strategy  of  General  Foch,  who  was  responsible  for 
devising  the  plans  of  advance  against  a  dispirited 
and  starved-out  enemy.  Every  man  sticks  up  for 
his  own  particular  job,  and  I  notice  that  the 
majority  of  military  writers  back  General  Foch. 

Po.st  hoc,  ergo  propter  hoc  is  a  pretty  safe 
fallacy  to  carry  conviction  with  the  public. 
Some  Americans  whom  I  met  were  not  disposed 
to  give  the  credit  to  Foch  or  Llovd  George. 
They  were  incline-1  to  think  that  thov  themselves 
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had  decided  the    business  with    their  men,  their 
money,  and  their  munitions. 

An  unsettled  Question 

I  do  not  suppose  the  question  "  Who  won  the 
war?''  will  ever  be  settled.  A  number  of  factors 
accounted  for  the  collapse  of  the  Central  Powers. 
Some  were  important,  others  of  little  or  no  im- 
portance. I  do  not  make  any  pretensions  to 
decide  the  justice  of  these  claims.  It  is  hard  to 
judge  who  is  responsible  for  any  event  in  a 
military  campaign.  Let  anyone  take  the  trouble 
of  reading  sundry  opinions  on  Mr  lielloc's  five 
points  of  the  1917-1918  campaigns  These  are 
worth  noting. 

(1)  What  was  the  cause  of  the  breakdown  of 
the  great  French  attack  in  spring  of  1917  ? 

(2)  What  caused  the  enemy  success  in  Italy  at 
Caporetto  ? 

(3)  How  did  the  great  rupture  of  the  Allied 
line  fail  ?     Why  was  it  held  up  before  Amiens  ? 

(4)  Why  was  the  subsequent  attack  on  the  Lys 
delivered,  and  what  made  it  fail  ? 

(5)  What    led  to    the    absolute   breakdown   of 
the  German  front  between  Soissons  and  Chateau 
Thierry  on  July  18,  1918? 

The  study  of  these  problems  will  convince  anyone 
that  military  strategv  is  onlv  one  factor,  and  a  very 
minor  factor,  in  the  collapse  of  the  Central  Powers. 

This  chapter  is  written  in  order  to  show  the 
foolishness  of  boasting  for  anyone. 

Mr  Asquith  and  Lord  French 

French,  Joflfre,  and  the  Grand  Duke  were  our 
early  heroes  on  the  Allied  side. 


58  WHAT  EVERYONE  SHOULD  KNOW 

I  always  thought  that  Lord  French  by  his 
skilful  generalship  prevented  the  Germans  from 
reaching  Paris.  But,  according  to  Mr  Asquith, 
the  Germans  would  have  got  to  Paris  if  Lord 
French  had  carried  out  his  own  plan.  The 
military  sagacity  of  Mr  Asquith  and  the  Cabinet 
saved  us  from  an  utter  collapse.  There  is  also 
another  story.  An  officer,  who  was  on  the  Marne, 
assured  me  that  the  failure  of  the  Germans  to 
advance  was  due,  not  to  Lord  French  but  to  bad 
weather  and  shortage  of  munitions.  The  science 
of  military  merit  is  a  very  difficult  one.  One  man 
whom  I  know  got  a  medal  for  a  deed  of  which  he 
had  never  heard  a  breath.  This  is  not  a  solitary 
instance. 

There  is  one  principle  in  the  science  of  military 
merit.  Give  someone  a  reward,  and  it  does  not 
matter  much  who  the  person  may  be.  In  this 
way  the  glory  and  renown  associated  with  military 
annals  will  be  handed  down  from  generation  to 
generation. 

Mr  Lloyd  George  and  General  Maurice 

It  is  a  very  delicate  question  and  a  very  in- 
tricate one,  "  Who  let  the  Germans  through  on 
March  21,  1918?"  Mr  Bonar  Law  had  assured 
the  House  of  Commons  a  week  or  two  before  that 
we  were  fully  prepared.  The  event  proved  that 
our  preparations  were  not  adequate.  One  hears 
of  the  general  who  came  out  of  his  quarters  in 
his  pyjamas  to  find  the  Germans  in  possession 
as  he  rubbed  his  sleepy  eyes  open.  The  soldiers 
who  were  present  at  the  vulnerable  points  of  our 
line  speak  with  one  voice.  They  hold  that  our 
line  was  weakened  and  very  thin  in  some  parts  in 
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March  1918.  After  the  offensive,  Mr  Lloyd 
George  denied  that  we  were  unprepared  and  that 
we  were  short  of  men. 

Sir  Frederick  Maurice  broke  through  military 
usage  in  order  to  give  the  lie  direct  to  the  Prime 
Minister.  Thus  it  seemed,  at  any  rate,  to  plain 
men  who  were  neither  politicians  nor  military 
experts.  So  serious  were  the  statements  of 
General  Maurice  that  Mr  Bonar  Law  promised 
a  judicial  commission  to  investigate  the  matter. 
Mr  Asquith  preferred  a  select  committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

The  person  attacked  by  Sir  Frederick  Maurice 
wanted  neither  Judges  nor  Members  of  Parliament 
to  investigate  the  accuracy  of  his  speeches.  He 
defended  himself  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  There,  with  his  accuser  absent  and 
muzzled,  Mr  Lloyd  George  satisfied  the  House  of 
Commons  that  General  Maurice  was  in  the  wrong. 
But  to  many  the  reply  of  the  Premier  was 
inconclusive.  The  bulk  of  the  speech  was  irrele- 
vant to  the  main  issue,  "  Were  our  forces  depleted 
on  the  Western  front  on  March  21,  1918?"  Mr 
George  gave  figures  for  January  1917  and  January 
1918.  He  proved  that  on  the  latter  date  we 
were  much  stronger  than  a  year  before.  He  also 
showed  that  we  had  an  inconsiderable  number 
of  divisions  in  the  Eastern  theatre  of  war. 

Only  the  other  week  figures  were  given  by  the 
War  Office  to  free  the  public  mind  from  the 
suspicion  that  we  had  neglected  the  Western 
front  in  1918.  But  I  noticed  that  the  details  for 
the  crucial  months  February  and  March  were  not 
given.  General  Maurice  had  no  real  opportunity 
of  reply.  His  letter  after  the  Maurice  debate 


was  censored  and  he  was  cashiered  out  of  the 
Army  for  his  breach  of  dicipline. 

The  conflict  of  opinion  between  Lloyd  George 
and  Maurice  is  not  the  important  point  in  this 
affaire  Maurice.  Some  Liberals  who  were  marked 
out  and  fired  from  their  constituencies,  naturally, 
do  not  forget  that  aspect.  It  is  still  an  open  ques- 
tion who  was  in  the  right.  But  the  atmosphere 
of  doubt  in  regard  to  the  blame  for  what  might 
easily  have  proved  a  decisive  military  disaster 
should  make  us  chary  in  giving  the  meed  of  glory 
to  Lloyd  George. 

If  we  cannot  say  he  was  responsible  for  the 
debacle  of  March,  neither  can  we  say  that  he  was 
responsible  for  the  strange  somersault  in  fortune 
of  July  to  November. 

The  Myth  of  Lord  Kitchener 

One  has  never  seen  Lord  Kitchener  and  one 
sometimes  wonders  whether  there  ever  was  such  a 
person.  The  estimates  of  his  character  and  work 
are  so  diverse.  That  portrait  of  the  stern  strong 
man  on  the  walls  and  hoardings  of  Britain, 
whether  a  work  of  imagination  or  of  fact,  did  its 
work  marvellously  well.  "  Kitchener  wants  you  " 
were  the  magic  words,  and  the  young  men  of  our 
land  could  not  resist.  Perhaps  another  face  of 
such  power  and  command  and  another  euphonious 
name  might  have  drawn  in  the  older  men  without 
the  regrettable  necessity  of  conscription.  Derby 
could  not  do  the  trick. 

Lord  Kitchener's  reputation  seemed  perfectly 
safe  in  his  lifetime,  but  recently  it  seems  as  though 
he  was  in  reality  (if  he  is  in  reality)  different  from 
in  appearance. 
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For  one  thing,  he  prevented  Mr  Churchill  from 
winning  the  Gallipoli  campaign.  It  is  a  dangerous 
thing  to  thwart  a  man  like  Mr  Churchill.  A 
few  more  battalions  and  Constantinople  would 
have  been  won,  an  eternal  shining  gem  in  the 
Churchillian  coronet.  But  Lord  Kitchener  put 
his  foot  down.  He  could  not  spare  the  men  and 
he  would  not  send  them. 

And  now  Lord  French  takes  the  halo  from  the 
head  of  Lord  Kitchener.  It  seems  that  he  inter- 
fered with  military  tactics,  instead  of  sticking  to 
his  placards  and  his  portraits. 

Not  content  with  usurping  the  prerogative  of 
monarchy  in  enlisting  the  Army,  Kitchener 
wanted  to  rule  the  whole  concern  in  France, 
including  General  French.  For  this,  even  in 
death,  the  living  general  cannot  forgive  him. 

I  thought  Lord  Kitchener  was  a  great  man. 
Perhaps,  after  all,  he  is  only  a  great  myth. 

The  Conflict  Among  the  Militarists 

There  has  been  already  another  great  war  after 
the  war.  In  Germany  and  among  the  Allies  the 
generals  and  statesmen  are  destroying  one  another's 
reputations.  Von  Tirpitz  attacks  the  moderates, 
and  Ludendorft'  blames  the  statesmen.  Allied 
military  critics  are  one  in  scorning  the  wooden 
tactics  of  Ludendorff.  If  Foch  had  been  in  his 
place  he  would  have  got  to  Paris.  But  Foch  is 
a  genius,  and  Ludendorff  a  dull  plodder.  There 
is  no  absolute  harmony  among  the  ^Allies  as  to 
the  merits  of  their  leaders.  Nivelle's  friends 
blame  Lord  Haig  for  the  failure  of  their  general 
in  1917.  Patriotic  Britons  attribute  the  failure 
to  Nivelle's  tactics.  The  official  historian  of  the 


62     WHAT  EVERYONE  SHOULD  KNOW 

war,  Mr  J.  W.  Fortescue,  administers  a  stinging 
rebuke  to  Lord  French  because  that  gentleman  had 
blamed  General  Smith-Dorrien.  It  is  a  pretty 
quarrel  among  the  fighters,  and  one  of  them  tells 
the  students  of  Aberdeen  that  our  great  duty  as  a 
nation  is  to  prepare  for  the  next  war. 

If  there  is  one  lesson  of  the  quarrel  it  is  that 
war  is  a  game  of  infinite  hazard,  of  precarious 
equipoise.  The  warriors  decide  very  little,  and 
they  quarrel  among  themselves  as  to  the  little 
which  is  due  to  their  activity. 

Starvation  Won  the  War 

The  fact  remains  that  the  war  was  decided  and 
that  Germany  was  beaten.  The  most  ardent 
pacifist  has  to  admit  the  yielding  of  Germany  to 
superior  force.  It  is  a  relief  to  find  some  solid 
ground  of  fact,  after  trying  to  find  one's  way  over 
these  floating  legends  about  the  great  men  who 
are  supposed  to  have  won  the  war.  One  thing  is 
absolutely  sure,  that  in  some  parts  of  Germany 
hundreds  of  thousands  died  through  want  of  food 
due  to  our  blockade.  In  the  later  part  of  1918 
every  German  knew  that  the  food  situation  was 
more  desperate  than  ever. 

Influenza  was  killing  off'  thousands  debilitated 
by  hunger.  LudendorfF  states  that  this  was  the 
decisive  factor  in  deciding  the  issue  of  the  war. 
The  economic  blockade  and  the  resultant  shortage 
of  fats  in  the  Central  Powers  won  the  war  for  the 
Allies.  All  other  considerations  were  of  minor 
importance. 

Starvation  won  the  war,  and  it  was  a  famous 
victory.  The  nature  of  the  victory  will  be  seen 
in  the  pages  which  follow. 


PART  III 

THE  PLEDGES  TO 
GERMANY 


The  Approaches  Towards  Peace 

PRESIDENT  WILSON  laid  down  his  conditions  of 
peace  on  January  8,  1918.  As  we  consider  the 
fourteen  points  of  that  speech  we  wonder  why  the 
Germans  did  not  close  with  the  offer  of  peace  on 
such  lines  as  the  President  laid  down. 

There  were  many  reasons. 

The  imperialist  section  were  not  content  to 
yield  anything.  Another  section  were  not  per- 
suaded that  President  Wilson's  terms  were 
genuinely  meant.  They  pointed  to  conflicting 
statements  of  Lloyd  George,  who  had  never 
receded  from  the  policy  of  the  knock-out  blow. 

However,  in  October  1918,  desperation  strength- 
ened the  hands  of  the  more  reasonable  section  in 
Germany,  and  Prince  Max  made  his  approaches 
towards  peace. 

Both  he  and  Herr  Erzberger  had  been  carried 
away  by  the  feverish  madness  of  war.  But  at 
this  time  they  were  genuine  converts  to  an  anti- 
imperialist  settlement  of  the  war. 

Undoubtedly  they  made  their  approaches  trust- 
ing to  the  honour  of  the  Allies  to  fulfil  the  pledges 
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made  by  President  Wilson.    These  Fourteen  Points 
are  by  no  means  dead  and  buried. 

Few  people  have  read  them  and  carefully  weighed 
their  significance.  Yet  in  years  to  come,  a  settle- 
ment will  have  to  be  made  on  the  lines  of  President 
Wilson's  utterance.  I  make  no  apology  for  setting 
them  down  in  full,  with  some  comments  of  Mi- 
Wilson  upon  them. 

The  Fourteen  Points 

1.  Open  covenants  of  peace  openly  arrived  at, 
after  which  there  shall  be  no  private  international 
understandings  of  any  kind,  but  diplomacy  shall 
proceed  always  frankly  and  in  the  public  view. 

2.  Absolute    freedom  of   navigation    upon    the 
seas  outside  territorial  waters,  alike  in  peace  and 
in  war,  except  as  the  seas  may  be  closed  in  whole 
or  in  part  by  international  action  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  international  covenants. 

3.  The  removal  so  far  as  possible  of  all  economic1 
barriers  and  the  establishment  of  an  equality  of 
trade  conditions  among  all  the  nations  consenting 
to   the   peace   and   associating  themselves   for   its 
maintenance. 

4.  Adequate  guarantees  given  and   taken  that 
national  armaments  will  he  reduced  to  the  lowest 
point  consistent  with  domestic  safety. 

5.  A  free,  open-minded,  and  absolutely  impartial 
adjustment   of  all  colonial   claims   based  upon   a 
strict   observance  of  the  principle  that  in  deter- 
mining   all    such    questions    of  sovereignty    the 
interests  of  the  populations  concerned  must  have 
equal    weight    with    the  equitable  claims   of  the 
Government  whose  title  is  to  be  determined. 
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6.  The  evacuation  of  all  Russian  territory,  and 
such  a  settlement  of  all  questions  affecting  Russia 
as  will  secure  the  best  and  freest  co-operation  of 
the  other  nations  of  the  world  in  obtaining  for  her 
unhampered  and  unembarrassed  opportunity   for 
the  independent  determination  of  her  own  political 
development  and  national  policy  and  assure  her  of 
a  sincere  welcome  into  the  society  of  free  nations 
under  institutions  of  her  own  choosing;  and  more 
than   welcome  assistance   of  every  kind  that  she 
mav    need    and    may    herself   desire,    the    treat- 
ment accorded   to    Russia   by  her   sister   nations 
in    the    months    to    come    will    be    the   acid    test 
of   their   good    will,    of  their    comprehension    of 
her    needs,    as     distinguished    from     their     own 
interests,  and    of    their    intelligent  and  unselfish 
sympathy. 

7.  Belgium,  the  whole  world  will  agree,  must  be 
evacuated  and  restored  without  any  attempt   to 
limit  the  sovereignty  which  she  enjoys  in  common 
with  all  other  free  nations.     No  other  single  act 
will  serve  to  restore  confidence  among  the  nations 
in  the  laws  which  thev  have  themselves  set  and 
determined  for  the  government  of  their  relations 
with  one  another.      Without  this  healing  act  the 
whole  structure  and  validity  of  international  law 
is  for  ever  impaired. 

8.  All  French  territory  should  be  freed  and  the 
invaded  portions  restored,  and  the  wrong  done  to 
France  by  Prussia  in  1871  in  the  matter  of  Alsace- 
Lorraine,  which   has   unsettled  the  peace   of  the 
world  for  nearlv  fifty  years,  should  be  righted,  in 
order  that  peace  may  once  more  be  made  secure 
in  the  interests  of  all. 

9.  A    readjustment    of   the    frontiers    of    Italy 
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should  be  effected  along  clearly  recognisable  lines 
of  nationality. 

10.  The    peoples   of    Austria-Hungary    whose 
place  among  the  nations  we  wish  to  see  safeguarded 
and  assured  should  be  accorded   the  first  oppor- 
tunity to  autonomous  development. 

11.  Rumania,   Serbia,  and  Montenegro  should 
be  evacuated,  occupied  territory  restored,  Serbia 
accorded  free  and  secure  access  to  the  sea,  and  the 
relations  of  the  several  Balkan  States  to  one  another 
determined  by  friendly  counsel  along  historically 
established  lines  of  allegiance  and  nationality,  and 
international    guarantees    of    the    political    and 
economic  independence  and  territorial  integrity  of 
the  several  Balkan  States  should  be  entered  into. 

12.  The  Turkish  portions  of  the  present  Otto- 
man Empire  should  be  assured  a  secure  sovereignty, 
but  the  other  nationalities  which  are  now  under 
Turkish    rule    should    be   assured   an    undoubted 
security    of  life  and   an    absolutely    unmolested 
opportunity  of  autonomous  development,  and  the 
Dardanelles   should  be  permanently  opened  as  a 
free    passage    to   the   ships  and  commerce  of  all 
nations  under  international  guarantees. 

13.  An    independent    Polish    State    should    be 
erected   which   should  include   the  territories  in- 
habited by  indisputably  Polish  populations  which 
should  be  assured  a  free  and  secure  access  to  the 
sea,  and  whose  political  and  economic  independ- 
ence and  territorial  integrity  should  be  guaranteed 
by  international  covenant. 

14.  A  general  association  of  nations  must   be 
formed  under  specific  covenants  for  the  purpose  of 
affording  mutual  guarantees  of  political  and  terri- 
torial independence  for  great  aim  small  states  alike. 
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President  Wilson  Punctuates  the  Points 

The  words  with  which  President  Wilson  con- 
cluded his  speech  containing  the  points  are  a 
valuable  commentary  on  the  points  themselves. 
Here  they  are  : — 

"  In  regard  to  these  rectifications  of  wrong  and 
assertions  of  right  we  feel  ourselves  to  be  intimate 
partners  of  all  the  Governments  and  peoples 
associated  together  against  the  imperialists.  We 
cannot  be  separated  in  interest  or  divided  in 
purpose.  We  stand  together  until  the  end.  .  .  . 
We  have  no  jealousy  of  German  greatness,  and 
there  is  nothing  in  this  programme  that  impairs  it. 
We  grudge  her  no  achievement  of  learning  or  of 
pacific  enterprise  such  as  have  made  her  record 
very  bright  and  enviable.  We  do  not  wish  to 
injure  her  or  block  in  any  way  her  legitimate 
influence  or  power.  We  do  not  wish  to  fight  her 
with  arms  or  with  hostile  arrangements  of  trade,  if 
she  is  willing  to  associate  with  us  and  the  other 
peace-loving  nations  of  the  world  in  covenants  of 
justice  and  law  and  fair  dealing.  We  wish  her 
only  to  accept  a  place  of  equality  among  the 
peoples  of  the  world  instead  of  a  place  of 
mastery.  .  .  . 

"  An  evident  principle  runs  through  the  pro- 
gramme I  have  outlined.  It  is  the  principle  of 
justice  to  all  peoples  and  nationalities  and  their 
right  to  live  on  equal  terms  of  liberty  and  safety 
with  one  another,  whether  they  be  strong  or 
weak.  .  .  .  The  people  of  the  United  States  could 
act  upon  no  other  principle,  and  to  the  vindication 
of  this  principle  they  are  ready  to  devote  their 
honour  and  everything  they  possess." 
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Did  President  Wilson  Speak  for  the  Allies? 

The  Fourteen  Points  were  not  merely  the 
private  convictions  of  the  American  President. 
They  were  the  definite  offer  of  the  Allies.  France 
and  Britain  formally  assented  to  them  apart  from 
the  question  of  the  Freedom  of  the  Seas. 

Mr  John  Buchan,  in  NelsoiCs  History  of  tlie 
War,  states  that  the  Fourteen  Points  were  des- 
tined to  hold  the  ground  for  this  year  as  the 
Allied  Charter. 

When  Prince  Max  agreed  to  surrender,  he  did 
so  on  the  solemn  pledges  of  the  Allies  that  peace 
should  be  made  on  the  basis  of  the  Fourteen 
Points. 

The  Fourteen  Points  guaranteed :  (1)  A  Peace 
of  Agreement.  (2)  Self-determination. 
(3)  No  Crushing  of  Germany 

Nothing  could  be  more  definite  than  the  general 
purport  of  President  Wilson's  statement. 

He  proclaimed  a  peace  not  dictated  at  the  point 
of  the  sword,  but  arrived  at  by  the  mutual  help  of 
all  nations.  "  All  the  parties  to  this  war  must 
join  in  the  settlement  of  every  issue  involved  in 
it,  because  what  we  are  seeking  is  a  peace  that 
we  can  all  unite  to  guarantee  and  maintain,  and 
every  item  of  it  must  be  submitted  to  the  common 
judgment,  whether  it  be  right  and  fair  and  an  act 
of  justice."  (Pres.  Wilson,  Speech  to  Congress, 
Feb.  11,  1918.) 

A  reasonable  peace  by  negotiation  was  the 
meaning  of  the  Wilson  points. 

It  is  equally  clear  that  every  line  of  the  Fourteen 
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Points  is  inconsistent  with  the  transfer  of  a  single 
yard  at  the  will  of  the  conqueror. 

The  concrete  instances  mentioned  are  as  explicit 
as  the  general  statements. 

The  colonies'  future  must  he  determined,  giving 
due  weight  to  the  interests  of  the  populations. 
Russia  must  have  an  unhampered  and  an  un- 
embarrassed opportunity  for  the  independent 
determination  of  her  own  political  development. 
Relations  between  the  Balkan  States  are  to  be 
decided  by  friendly  counsel. 

Even  in  the  case  of  Alsace-Lorraine  there  is 
no  mention  of  reverting  to  the  method  of  1871. 
"  The  wrong  is  to  be  righted  in  the  interests  of 
all/''  In  the  passage  referring  to  Poland,  only 
indisputably  Polish  populations  are  mentioned  as 
members  of  the  proposed  new  state. 

No  one  could  have  stated  with  less  ambiguity 
the  principle  and  application  of  the  principle  of 
self-determination. 

The  speech  of  Jan.  8  is  also  quite  clear  as  to 
the  crushing  of  Germany. 

Any  political  or  economic  measures  which  place 
Germany  in  an  invidious  position  after  the  peace, 
which  hamper  or  injure  her  development,  are 
inconsistent  with  these  points.  Apart  from  the 
restoration  of  France,  Belgium,  and  Serbia  there 
is  no  mention  of  indemnities  or  of  the  punishment 
of  German  criminals.  There  can  be  no  mistake 
about  the  spirit  and  the  purpose  of  the  Fourteen 
Points. 

The  Pledges  of  Lloyd  George 

The    British  Prime  Minister   was   as   emphatic 


as  President  Wilson  in  assuring  Germany  of  the 
good  intentions  of  the  Allies. 

It  is  true  that  he  always  made  a  fundamental 
condition  the  military  subjugation  of  Germany. 
But  when  the  victory  had  been  won,  Mr  Lloyd 
George  affirmed  again  and  again  that  the  German 
people  could  trust  to  our  honour,  that  we  were 
fighting  with  one  purpose  only,  to  put  down  the 
military  caste.  Soon  after  the  declaration  of 
President  Wilson,  the  Premier  addressed  the 
American  soldiers  and  told  them  the  Kaiser 
could  have  peace  any  day  on  the  terms  of  the 
Fourteen  Points. 

Here  are  some  words  of  Mr  George  which 
indicate  to  what  kind  of  a  peace  he  was  pledged 
up  to  the  hilt. 

"  We  are  not  h'ghting  the  German  people.  .  .  . 
It  will  be  a  day  of  rejoicing  for  the  German 
peasant  and  artisan  when  the  military  caste  is 
broken."— Sept.  20,  1914. 

"  As  the  Lord  liveth,  we  had  entered  into 
no  conspiracy  against  Germany.  We  were  not 
envying  her  territory.  We  sought  not  a  yard 
of  her  colonies.  We  are  in  this  war  from  the 
motives  of  purest  chivalry  to  defend  the  weak." 
-Nov.  10,1914. 

"  It  is  part  of  the  German  policy  to  represent 
our  intervention  as  a  calculated  move  of  selfish 
craft  to  annex  her  colonies." — Feb.  27,  1915. 

"  We  to-day  are  fighting  not  a  war  of  conquest 
but  a  war  of  liberation."— Feb.  12,  1917. 

"  A  great  German  newspaper  said  the  other 
day  that  the  Germans  were  fighting  for  the 
freedom  and  independence  of  their  Fatherland. 
It  was  never  true.  It  is  less  true  to-day  than 
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ever   it   was.     The   freer   Germany  is,  the   more 
independent  Germany  is,   the   better   we  like  it. 
We   can    make    peace    with   a  free  Germany. "- 
July  22,  1917. 

"Germany  has  occupied  a  great  position  in  the 
world.  It  is  not  our  intention  to  question  or 
destroy  that  position.  .  .  .  Our  point  of  view 
is  that  the  adoption  of  a  really  democratic  consti- 
tution bv  Germany  would  be  the  most  convincing 
evidence  that  in  her  the  old  spirit  of  military 
domination  had,  indeed,  died  in  the  war  and  would 
make  it  easier  for  us  to  conclude  a  broad  demo- 
cratic peace  with  her." — To  the  Trades  Union 
Congress,  Jan.  18,  1918. 

Lloyd  George  is  thus  quite  as  emphatic  as 
President  Wilson  in  the  assertion  that  Germany's 
existence  as  a  great  nation  is  not  threatened,  that 
the  wishes  of  the  peoples  will  be  respected  in  the 
settlement,  and  that  the  basis  of  an  enduring 
peace  will  be  established  after  the  war. 

The  Germans  surrendered  Trusting 
to  these  Pledges 

The  Germans  had  no  other  alternative  but  to 
surrender  to  the  Allied  demands. 

The  terms  of  the  Armistice,  which  meant  the 
instant  impotence  of  Germany  bv  land  and  sea, 
were  stiff'er  than  they  imagined. 

The  surrender  of  the  Fleet,  and  the  handing 
over  of  thousands  of  railway  wagons  were  in 
themselves  a  sufficient  temporary  guarantee  against 
any  further  attack  from  Germany. 

Those  measures,  some  Germans  thought,  were 
a  justifiable  security  against  militarism. 
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They  anticipated  a  more  all-round  guarantee 
of  general  disarmament  at  the  settlement. 

The  terms  of  the  Armistice,  however,  proved  to 
be  a  foretaste  of  the  terms  of  the  Peace  Conference. 

But  few  Germans  foretold  the  bitterness  of  the 
cup  which  they  would  have  to  drink  at  Versailles. 
They  anticipated  a  Wilson  peace. 


PART   IV 
THE   PEACE 


CHAPTER    I 
A    PEACE   OF    VICTORY 

The  Pledges  Broken 

WE  are  now  to  examine  briefly  the  way  in 
which  the  pledges  of  President  Wilson  and  the 
Allies  were  kept. 

If  the  Allies  had  proposed  a  simultaneous 
crushing  of  militarism  in  every  belligerent  nation 
how  much  easier  would  have  been  their  task. 

If  they  had  determined,  as  they  promised,  to 
set  their  faces  like  a  flint  against  all  the  demands 
of  the  imperialists,  the  settlement  would  have 
been  in  accord  with  their  pledges. 

But  as  they  had  begun  in  the  Armistice,  they 
went  on.  Stiff  as  the  Armistice  terms  were,  they 
were  gentle  compared  with  those  of  the  Treaty  of 
Peace.  Here  are  some  forcible  words  of  a  well- 
known  Canon.  They  express  how  the  pledges 
given  above  were  broken  : — 

"  Have  I  been  dreaming  ?  Or,  being  awake, 
have  I  stupidly  misunderstood  all  that  I  have 
read  in  the  newspapers?  Surely  some  months 
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before  the  Armistice  President  Wilson  did  put 
forward  Fourteen  Points  as  a  proposed  basis  for 
peace,  among  which  were  the  definitely  stated 
items  of  no  indemnities,  no  annexations,  and  in 
cases  where  some  re-arrangement  of  frontiers  was 
necessary,  self-determination  for  the  populations 
of  the  regions  affected.  And  surely  Mr  Lloyd 
George,  speaking  for  the  British  Empire,  did  say 
that  we  accepted  these  Fourteen  Points  with  two 
specified  reservations.  And  surely  it  was  on  the 
strength  of  that  declaration  by  the  President  and 
on  the  strength  of  Britain's  endorsement  of  them 
that  the  German  Empire  made  overtures  of  peace. 
Surely,  I  repeat,  I  can't  be  mistaken  in  all  this. 
I  can't  have  dreamed  it. 

"  Yet  now  terms  of  peace  are  offered,  or  rather 
thrust  upon  Germany,  which  contradict  each  of 
these  three  points.  Speaking  as  a  plain  man, 
with  no  special  knowledge  of  politics,  but  some  idea 
of  the  meaning  of  the  words  k  national  honour'1 
and  '  pledged  word,'  it  seems  to  me  that  the  terms 
of  Peace  are  a  gross  outrage  on  justice  and  lay 
upon  us  as  a  nation  and  on  every  Briton  as  an 
individual  an  indelible  mark  of  dishonour.'" 

The  German  trust  in  our  pledged  word  was  a 
vain  trust. 

Why  the  Pledges  were  Vain 

And  yet  the  Germans  might  have  known  and 
the  British  clergyman  might  have  expected  that 
the  fair  words  of  President  Wilson  were  of  little 
or  no  value.  Two  solid  facts,  which  President 
Wilson,  and  for  that  matter  every  intelligent  man, 
should  have  known,  made  it  improbable  that  the 
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pledges  would  be  carried  out  by  the  Allied  states- 
men. One  was  the  fact  of  the  secret  treaties, 
whereby  these  statesmen  were  pledged  to  give 
territory  to  one  another.  This  made  the  renunci- 
ation of  imperialistic  aims  impossible  and  regard 
for  the  rights  of  small  nations  an  absurdity. 

These  secret  treaties  were  made  known  all  over 
Britain  a  year  or  more  before  the  Armistice. 
President  Wilson  has  recently  told  America,  to 
its  amazement,  that  he  heard  of  them  for  the  first 
time  at  the  Peace  Conference.  This  proves 
how  perfect  was  the  British  censorship  and  why 
President  Wilson  was  not  allowed  to  read  The 
Nation,  or  it  proves  that  the  President  was 
asleep. 

The  Fourteen  Points  of  January  1918  might 
have  been  framed  as  much  as  an  attack  on  the 
plans  of  the  Allies  as  on  the  aims  of  the  German 
annexationists. 

The  other  fact  which  made  a  reasonable  peace 
unlikely  was  the  knock-out  policy  of  our  Premier, 
which  was  incompatible  with  any  real  peace. 


CHAPTER   II 
THE    TREATY   OF    PEACE 

A  Dictated  Peace  is  no  Peace 

"Open  covenants  openly  arrived  at"  was  the 
method  promised. 

The  Peace  Conference  was  held  with  closed 
doors.  General  Smuts  has  described  it  as  a 
"  seething  pot  of  passion  and  selfish  intrigue." 

The  Germans  were  not  heard  or  consulted. 
They  were  told  that  their  only  business  was  to 
sign.  The  terms  of  the  Armistice  left  them 
utterly  at  the  mercy  of  their  foes,  and  they  signed. 

Even  after  the  great  Napoleonic  wars,  the 
French  met  on  equal  terms  with  their  enemies  at 
the  Congress  of  Vienna.  In  the  Council  Chamber 
of  Frankfort  the  boy  Goethe  saw  inscribed  the 
motto, 

"  One  man's  word  is  no  man's  word, 
Justice  needs  that  both  be  heard. '' 

A  motto  which  appeals  to  the  common  sense  of 
every  fair-minded  man.  This  motto  the  Allies 
shamelessly  ignored.  They  assumed  that  every 
man  is  a  judge  in  his  own  cause,  that  might 
makes  right,  that  justice  is  on  the  side  of  the  big 
battalions.  A  peace  of  such  a  nature  was  bound 
to  be  a  bad  peace.  When  President  Wilson  was 
too  proud  to  fight  he  pleaded  eloquently  for  a 
peace  without  victory.  At  Paris  he  helped  to 
celebrate  a  victory  without  peace. 
76 
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The  Principle  of  Self-Determination  Ignored 

Mr  Lloyd  George  once  stated  there  would  be 
no  more  Alsace-Lorraines.  Before  the  Armistice 
he  condemned  the  vicious  principle  of  the 
German  peace  of  1871.  Yet  a  few  months  later 
he  justified  the  peace  he  had  made  by  asking, 
*'  How  would  our  enemy  have  treated  us  if  he  had 
won  ? " 

This  is  a  wretched  justification. 

Alsace-Lorraine  is  handed  back  to  France  by 
the  same  method  whereby  it  was  taken  away 
nearly  fifty  years  ago. 

"  Self-determination  is  not  a  mere  phrase,"1 
President  Wilson  assured  us,  "  it  is  a  principle  of 
action  which  statesmen  will  henceforth  ignore  at 
their  peril.'1''  Yet  the  right  of  self-determination 
so  solemnly  proclaimed  by  the  Allies  as  the  basis 
of  a  new  world  has  been  thrown  to  the  winds. 

Out  of  ten  million  Germans  in  Austria,  four 
millions  are  handed  over  to  their  fanatical  enemies 
in  spite  of  desperate  protests. 

Surely  this  is  a  crime  for  which  no  adequate 
precedent  can  be  found  in  modern  history,  except 
the  partition  of  Poland. 

Three  and  a  half  millions  alone  are  subjected 
to  Czecho-Slovakia.  More  than  three  million 
Germans  living  in  Bohemia,  Moravia,  and  Austrian 
Silesia  are  settled  in  their  own  compact  territory. 
They  are  not  enclosed  bv  Slavs  nor  mixed  up 
with  them,  but  reside  on  the  immediate  borders 
of  German  Austria  and  of  Germany.  Their  fore- 
fathers came  there  peacefully  more  than  TOO  years 
ago ;  they  cleared  the  primeval  forest  and  built 
up  the  whole  civilisation.  Only  6  per  cent. 
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are  Slavs  in  this  district  and  the  rest  are 
Germans. 

This  is  only  one  glaring  instance  of  the 
despising  of  the  principle  of  self-determination. 

"  Peoples  and  provinces  have  been  bartered 
about  from  Sovereignty  to  Sovereignty  as  if  they 
were  mere  chattels  and  pawns  in  a  game,  even  the 
great  game  of  the  balance  of  power." 

The  very  thing  President  Wilson  said  should 
never  be  done  again,  has  been  done  by  the  Treaty 
of  Peace.  In  the  Southern  Tyrol,  and  in 
Dalmatia  by  the  Italians,  in  Transylvania  by  the 
Rumanians,  in  Eastern  Galicia  and  Lithuania  by 
the  Poles,  populations  have  been  annexed  with 
no  other  authority  save  that  of  the  sword. 

Even  where  a  plebiscite  is  going  to  be  taken, 
as  in  the  Saar  Valley,  Schleswig,  and  Silesia,  there 
is  only  the  pretence  of  consulting  the  wishes  of  the 
inhabitants.  Under  the  military  occupation  of 
the  Allies  or  the  economic  domination  of  France 
no  just  vote  can  be  taken.  "The  old  diplomacy 
of  Talleyrand,  Castlereagh,  or  Metternich,r>  it  has 
been  said,  "  was  a  model  of  virtue  and  modesty 
compared  with  this  wholesale  bartering  and 
subjugation  of  desperately  protesting  peoples." 

The  Trampling  on  Small  Nations 

Underlying  the  settlement  of  the  Treaty  of 
Versailles  are  two  principles :  one  is  to  remedy 
ancient  wrongs  such  as  the  partition  of  Poland, 
the  oppression  of  the  Magyars,  the  truncation  of 
Italy,  the  domination  of  Austria  over  the  Southern 
Slavs.  The  other  principle  is  to  give  to  the  Allies1 
friends  territorial  domination  evervwhere  in 
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Europe.  The  former  just  principle  is  used  as  a 
sinister  cloak  for  the  vicious  aims  of  the  second. 
In  remedying  the  old  wrong,  a  greater  wrong  has 
been  created. 

Poland  has  been  made  an  Empire  with  more 
than  one  Ulster  problem  or  worse. 

Italy  is  to  dominate  the  Adriatic  not  only  at 
Austria's  expense  but  at  the  expense  of  the 
Southern  Slavs  and  other  small  nations. 

Greece  is  to  fulh'l  her  territorial  and  imperialistic 
ambitions  at  the  expense  of  Bulgaria. 

Persia  and  Mesopotamia  and  Syria  are  in 
reality  to  become  Dependencies,  under  a  new 
name,  of  Britain  or  France. 

The  new  Czecho-Slovak  State  liberates  the 
Czechs  but  enslaves  four  millions  who  do  not  wish 
to  be  ruled  by  the  Czechs. 

Everywhere  the  principle  of  imperialism  and  the 
hegemony  of  the  anti-Germans  has  triumphed. 

The  Nations  Outside  the  Peace 

It  is  worth  remembering  that  among  the 
belligerents  nearly  as  great  a  population  did  not 
sign  the  treaty  and  refused  to  be  bound  by  it. 

Russia  was  not  invited  to  be  present  with  her 
hundred  millions. 

China  refused  to  sign  the  treaty,  which  meant 
handing  over  for  a  time  the  district  of  Shantung 
to  the  Japanese. 

A  peace  with  such  forces  against  it  has  no 
element  of  permanence. 

The  League  of  Nations 

The  one  great  asset  of  the  peace  is  that,  we  are 
told,  for  which  Lord  Robert  Cecil  worked  so 
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earnestly,  the  League  of  Nations.  It  is  very 
doubtful  whether  a  League  established  to  uphold 
such  a  one-sided  peace  can  be  regarded  as  a 
blessing  in  any  sense.  A  covenant  which  is  an 
instrument  to  perpetuate  political  injustice  will 
not  stand. 

The  treaty  makes  the  League  impotent  for 
good.  But  even  apart  from  the  treaty,  it  is 
based  on  a  false  foundation.  The  Allies  in  this 
war  are  overwhelmingly  dominant  in  the  League. 
The  small  nations  are  entirely  at  their  mercy. 

Even  if  Germany  and  Russia  were  admitted  to 
the  league,  they  would  enter  as  vassal  states ; 
they  would  be  outnumbered. 

The  League  is  supplemented  by  the  triple 
military  alliance  between  America,  France,  and 
Britain.  This  alliance  makes  the  League  of 
Nations  destitute  of  authority. 

Moreover,  the  constitution  of  the  League  is 
undemocratic.  All  power  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
aristocratic  cliques  who  have  had  their  will  in  the 
old  diplomacy. 

The  only  remedy  is  a  League  where  the 
peoples  are  directly  represented  by  a  system  of 
proportional  representation. 

There  is  hardly  anything  in  the  League  as 
constituted  but  which  needs  radical  alteration, 
unless  the  making  of  war  and  peace  is  to  be  left 
in  the  hands  of  the  very  classes  who  allowed  this 
war  to  be. 

The  Treaty  is  a  Mere  Scrap  of  Paper 

If  the  Labour  Party  in  Britain  and  the  Socialist 
Party  in  France,  who  both  supported  the  war, 
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condemn  the  treaty,  is  it  likely  that  Germany 
will  be  bound  by  its  terms  ? 

The  economic  part  she  may  find  it  impossible 
to  fulfil.  As  I  write  this,  Mr  Bonar  Law  is 
reported  as  saying  that  the  Germans  are  owing 
sixty -nine  millions  for  the  upkeep  of  the  Army  of 
Occupation. 

The  territorial  readjustments  may  be  endured 
by  Scheidmann  and  Ebert.  But  it  does  not 
follow  that  their  successors  will  remain  content. 

There  is  nothing  certain  about  the  Treaty  of 
Peace.  The  Germans  have  signed  under  compul- 
sion. The  United  States  are  still  hotly  debating 
whether  to  sign  at  all.  The  Chinese  have  refused 
to  sign.  The  Southern  Slavs  are  discontented. 

We  fought  an  extra  two  years  at  least  that 
this  might  be  the  last  war,  that  this  might  never 
happen  again,  and  we  might  win  a  just  and  lasting 
peace. 

Now  General  Smuts  tells  us,  "  In  the  treaty  we 
have  not  achieved  the  real  peace  to  which  all  our 
peoples  were  looking." 

This  treaty  is  but  a  scrap  of  paper,  and  the  real 
peace  is  yet  to  be  made. 

A  Peace  of  Reconciliation 

The  Treaty  of  Versailles  was  conceived  in  an 
atmosphere  of  suspicion  and  blind  hate. 

There  can  be  no  peace  unless  all  the  parties 
involved  meet  together  frankly  in  the  spirit  of 
repentance  and  reconciliation. 

President  Wilson,  who  had  such  a  fine  insight 
into  what  might  be  done,  and  so  little  power  to 
do  it,  described  the  nature  of  the  peace  we  want. 
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"  When  the  spokesmen  of  Germany  are  ready  in 
the  name  of  their  people  to  accept  the  common 
judgment  of  the  nations  as  to  what  shall  hence- 
forth be  the  bases  of  law  and  covenant  for  the  life 
of  the  world — we  shall  be  willing  and  glad  to  pay 
the  full  price  for  peace  and  pay  it  ungrudgingly. 

"  We  know  what  that  price  will  be.  It  will  be 
full  impartial  justice — justice  done  at  every  point 
and  to  every  nation  that  the  final  settlement  must 
affect,  our  enemies  as  well  as  our  friends.1'1 

That  price  has  not  yet  been  paid. 

The  peace  of  impartial  justice,  based  on  consent 
and  not  on  dictation,  has  yet  to  be  framed. 


CHAPTER    III 
THE    WAR    WHICH    REMAINS 

The  Legacy  of  the  Russian  Alliance 

WHAT  is  happening  in  Russia  to-day  is  the  out- 
come of  past  deeds.  Bolshevism  is  the  reaction 
against  age-long  oppression  and  tyranny.  Our 
interference  in  the  orgy  of  civil  war  is  the  result  of 
our  alliance  with  Czardom  in  past  days.  This  is 
true,  whatever  may  be  the  truth  about  Bolsheviks 
and  their  crimes. 

During  the  war  we  had  not  the  courage  to 
shake  ourselves  free  from  the  chains  of  Russian 
imperialistic  ambitions. 

The  attachment  to  Czardom  was  wrong.  That 
wrong  can  only  be  righted  by  breaking  away 
from  the  whole  connections  of  Czardom. 

So  long  as  the  Czar  was  on  the  throne,  even 
when  one  could  see  its  disastrous  effects,  we  were 
bound  by  the  pledge  to  give  Constantinople  to 
Russia.  Even  when  the  revolution  came,  our 
Foreign  Minister  treated  with  horror  the  idea  of 
repudiation  of  treaty. 

This  reluctance  to  leave  an  evil  pathway  of 
wrong  is  the  real  reason  why  we  are  interfering  in 
Russia  with  our  munitions,  our  aeroplanes,  our 
tanks,  and  our  Navy  to-day. 

The  Russian  Interference  cannot  be  justified 
because  of  the  Evils  of  Bolshevism 

It  is  quite  impossible  to  reconcile  the  various 
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reports  of  those  who  come  back  from  the  dark 
forest  of  the  Russian  Republic. 

The  conflict  of  evidence  is  partly  due  to  the 
vastness  of  Russia.  One  man  finds  plenty  of  food 
in  one  region,  another  widespread  hunger  in 
another  region.  Then  the  difference  of  outlook 
accounts  for  much.  A  witness,  Sam  Weller-like, 
sees  that  which  he  goes  out  to  see. 

At  one  period  I  could  have  painted  as  black 
and  horrible  a  picture  of  war  atrocities  and 
privations  as  any  with  which  I  am  acquainted. 
And  the  sphere  of  its  operation  would  have  been 
found  in  a  limited  area  in  Britain. 

By  the  selection  of  one's  materials  you  can 
paint  any  kind  of  picture.  Thus,  when  we  take 
the  witnesses  from  Russia — Frederick  Keeling  and 
Arthur  Ransome,  Aylmer  Maude  and  Mr  Bullitt, 
Mr  Paul  Dukes  and  Professor  Goode,  Litvinoff 
and  Sazanoff — there  is  the  most  perplexing  contra- 
diction. But  on  one  point  there  is  a  considerable 
amount  of  agreement.  An  American  traveller 
who  left  Russia  a  week  or  so  ago  (Oct.  23,  1919) 
sums  up  this  view,  which  is  borne  out  by  facts. 
"  Upon  arriving  in  Russia  one  feels  immediately 
the  rule  of  an  organised  Government  capable  of 
keeping  order.  The  state  of  things  under  the 
present  regime  is  the  very  opposite  of  anarchy. 
The  Soviet  Government  is  not  tottering.  On  the 
contrary,  it  is  firmer  in  the  saddle  than  ever  and 
exercising  unlimited  authority.  In  spite  of  the 
seriousness  of  the  economic  and  military  situation, 
there  is  no  reason  to  expect  a  speedy  collapse  of 
the  Soviet  Government." 

Witness  after  witness,  friends  and  foes  of  the 
Bolshevik  idea,  have  testified  in  a  similar  way. 
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We  may  grant  that  Bolshevism  was  established 
by  force,  is  maintained  by  unspeakable  methods 
of  oppression,  and  that  it  is  injurious  to  the  best 
interests  of  the  Russian  people.  (That  is  not  the 
writer's  view.)  Such,  probably,  is  the  opinion  of 
Prince  Kropotkin.  But  none  the  less,  with 
Kropotkin,  our  interference  is  to  be  condemned. 
We  did  not  intervene  to  save  Russia  from  the 
infamies  of  Czardom.  That  is  a  sufficient  reply. 
But  it  is  certain  that  our  interference  will  tend  to 
cause  further  anarchy. 

Moscow  and  Petrograd  may  be  taken  by  the 
friends  of  the  Allies.  But  that  will  not  end 
Bolshevism.  It  will  only  prolong  the  agony  of 
the  Russian  people.  Whatever  be  the  good  or 
the  evil  in  the  rule  of  Lenin  and  Trotsky,  the 
Russians  themselves  are  the  best  judges  and  the 
only  judges.  They  alone  must  determine  whether 
that  rule  must  continue. 

Russia  should  have,  in  the  words  of  the  sixth 
point  of  President  Wilson,  kt  An  unhampered  and 
unembarrassed  opportunity  for  the  independent 
determination  of  her  own  political  development/'1 

The  Crime  of  Foreign  Intervention 

The  French  Revolution  proved  the  unwisdom 
of  foreign  intervention  in  the  affairs  of  a  nation 
struggling  to  be  free.  The  horrors  of  the  Reign 
of  Terror  and  the  Napoleonic  Wars  were  brought 
about,  partly,  bv  the  determination  of  the 
Monarchist  powers  in  Europe  to  destroy  the 
French  Republic. 

Whatever  be  the  truth  about  Bolshevist  methods, 
the  crime  of  foreign  intervention  is  great.  Russia 


86  WHAT  EVERYONE  SHOULD  KNOW 

has  suffered  enough  during  the  present  generation 
from  the  ambition  and  callousness  of  her  imperialist 
rulers. 

Mr  J.  L.  Garvin  has  described  the  effect  of  our 
present  action  in  Russia.  At  a  time  when  she 
needs  all  her  energies  to  tackle  the  problems  of 
transport  and  new  machinery,  we  prolong  the 
strain  of  war  and  shut  her  off  from  the  rest  of 
the  world.  No  country  in  the  world  is  so  de- 
pendent as  Russia  upon  the  help  of  other  nations 
in  order  that  her  great  resources  may  be  used  for 
the  sustenance  of  the  people. 

There  may  be  food  for  millions  in  one  part  of 
Russia.  In  another  part  millions  may  be  perishing 
for  lack  of  food. 

Our  action  against  Russia  prevents  transport 
and  robs  the  Russians  of  essential  machinery. 
Then  we  taunt  the  Bolsheviks  because  the  people 
are  starving  and  the  factories  closed. 

"From  a  dictatorship  of  the  proletariat  the 
Soviet  Government  is  rapidly  becoming  a  military 
dictatorship.  The  military  situation  dominates 
everything.  Blockaded  and  surrounded  by  a 
ring  of  implacable  enemies,  the  Government  is 
compelled  to  postpone  social  reconstruction  and 
concentrate  its  resources  on  the  prosecution  of 
the  war." 

This  war  could  not  go  on  a  week  longer,  be  it 
remembered,  without  British  aid,  British  tanks, 
British  guns,  British  food  and  clothing. 

Our  Bias  against  Socialistic  Governments 

The  motives  of  our  war  against  Russia  can 
only  be  a  mistaken  loyalty  to  the  old  regime 
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and    a    disapproval    of    the    Bolshevist   idea    of 
property. 

Wherever  a  Government  has  been  in  sympathy 
with  this  idea  we  have  tried  to  destroy  it  by 
military  power. 

History  proves  that  not  in  such  ways  can  you 
destroy  an  idea. 

In  Hungary  we  tried  to  restore  one  of  the 
Hapsburgs  to  the  throne  in  place  of  a  Socialist 
government.  In  Poland  we  intrigued  to  put  an 
anti-Socialist  clique  into  power. 

We  are  willing  to  use  the  Germans  of  the 
Baltic  provinces  as  a  bulwark  against  Bolshevism. 
There  can  only  be  one  reason,  therefore,  why  we 
are  spending  one  hundred  millions  a  year  on  the 
Russian  war.  We  are  afraid  of  an  idea,  and  think 
to  crush  it  with  our  brute  force. 

The  Hypocrisy  of  our  Intervention 

The  only  reason  given  for  our  presence  in 
Russia,  apart  from  the  determination  to  put 
down  Bolshevism,  is  that  we  are  morally  bound 
to  help  our  friends  who  fought  with  us  in  the 
war  against  the  Germans. 

General  French  in  his  recent  book  denounces 
the  corruption  and  incompetency  of  the  Russian 
militarists  who  brought  their  people  into  the  war 
and  then  betrayed  the  Allies. 

It  is  the  remnant  of  this  corrupt  crew  who  are 
in  the  camps  of  Denikin,  Koltchak,and  Yudenitch. 
In  spite  of  all  their  protestations  on  behalf  of 
constitutional  government,  it  is  certain,  on  the 
evidence  of  anti-Bolshevists,  that  the  victory  of 
these  men  would  mean  the  reign  of  Czardom. 
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And  for  the  hope  of  this  we  spend  our  strength 
in  the  Russian  adventure. 


What  We  should  Do 

General  Smuts,  in  his  farewell  message  to  the 
British  people,  laid  down  the  only  wise  policy. 

"  Leave  Russia  alone ;  remove  the  blockade. 
Adopt  a  policy  of  Gallio-like  impartiality  to  all 
factions.  It  may  well  be  that  the  only  ultimate 
hope  of  Russia  is  a  sobered,  purified  Soviet  system, 
and  that  may  be  far  better  than  the  Tsarism  to 
which  our  present  policy  is  inevitably  tending." 

Sooner  or  later  we  shall  have  to  adopt  the 
policy  of  Smuts.  May  it  be  sooner  than  later ! 


CHAFIER   IV 
THE    BLOCKADE 

The  Enduring  Memory  of  the  War 

MEMORIALS  are  being  erected  all  over  Britain  to 
commemorate  our  glorious  record  in  the  Great 
War. 

The  destruction  of  Prussian  militarism  may  lie 
a  thing  of  pride,  though  Professor  Sarolea  tells 
us  that  it  is  not  destroyed  and  all  over  the  world 
militarism  is  a  more  potent  influence  than  in 
1914. 

This  is  not  the  time  for  any  nation  to  indulge 
in  the  mood  of  glory.  Our  city  is  proposing  to 
spend  £60,000  on  a  sacred  monument  in  stone. 

While  we  are  building  our  monuments  and 
holding  services  of  thanksgiving,  millions  of  babes 
in  Central  Europe  and  Russia  have  been  wasting 
away  through  our  direct  action. 

The  Promise  to  Feed  Germany 

One  of  the  definite  terms  of  the  Armistice  was 
that  Germanv  should  be  fed,  since  we  had  taken 
away  her  railway  wagons  and  her  population 
lacked  some  essential  foods.  Herbert  Hoover, 
the  Allied  Food  Controller,  made  an  important 
statement  immediately  after  the  Armistice.  "  The 
Germans  can  take  care  of  themselves  if  they  are 
given  a  chance,  but  the  watertight  blockade 
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has  got  to  be  abandoned.  If  there  is  an  advance 
relaxation  of  the  blockade  Germany  can  get  food 
— fish  from  Norway  and  Sweden,  grain  from 
Argentina,  but  the  blockade  will  have  to  be 
lifted." 

This  statement  was  mangled  in  the  British 
press.  Mr  Hoover  was  made  to  say,  "  I  am  not 
worrying  about  Germany.  It  is  unnecessary  for 
the  Americans  to  deprive  themselves  of  a  single 
mouthful  of  food  to  feed  the  Germans." 

The  Allies  acted  on  this  mangled  version.  For 
six  months  the  blockade  was  not  lifted  after  the 
Armistice.  The  Allies  did  not  worry  to  carry  out 
their  promise. 

The  Delay  and  its  Effect 

What  was  the  effect  of  the  continuance  of  the 
blockade  is  too  horrible  to  contemplate.  Three 
months  after  the  Armistice  fourteen  British  officers 
visited  Germany  on  an  official  tour  of  inspection. 
Here  are  extracts  from  their  reports.  "  The  policy 
of  continuing  the  starvation  of  Germany  appears 
not  only  senseless  but  utterly  harmful  to  our- 
selves."" (Capt.  W.  Stewart  Roddie.) 

"The  nation  as  a  whole  is  on  the  verge  of 
starvation,  owing  to  lack  of  raw  materials  industry 
is  nearly  at  a  standstill,  and  thousands  of  men 
are  now  disbanded  and  cannot  find  work." 
(General  H.  C.  Rees.) 

Certain  Swiss  delegates  give  this  report.  "  The 
boundless  misery  and  underfeeding  beggars  de- 
scription. Infants  weighing  hardly  3  Ibs.  Three- 
year-old  children  weighing  9  Ibs.  Seven-year-old 
children  weighing  1  st.  8  Ibs.  Woebegone  figures 
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of  skin  and  bone,  mentally  and  bodily  degenerated, 
crippled,  rendered  imbecile  and  destitute  of 
parental  care ;  ragged  children  begging  in  the 
streets  till  far  into  the  night.  Nowhere  milk 
for  the  children,  nothing  but  cabbage  and  turnip, 
without  fat,  without  flour ;  cold  rooms  full  of 
pestilent  air,  extreme  lack  of  food  and  clothing." 

The  blockade  not  only  injured  Germany  and 
Austria,  but  all  Central  Europe  including  Czecho- 
slovakia and  Hungary.  It  was  not  relaxed  until 
April  9  for  Germany  and  Austria.  Hungary 
and  Russia  were  still  cut  off  because  they  were 
Socialist. 

Now  in  October  we  are  asking  Germany  to 
assist  in  keeping  the  sanitary  cordon  around 
Russia. 

Remember  that  this  cruel  instrument  of  war  is 
used  against  defenceless,  unarmed,  innocent  people. 

Over  100,000  in  Germany  and  Austria  have 
died  through  the  direct  action  of  the  Allied 
blockade  since  the  Armistice. 

The  Condition  of  the  Occupied  Territories 

Many  times  one  has  heard  from  the  soldiers 
how  comfortable  are  the  Germans  on  the  Rhine. 
There  is  no  great  lack  of  anything  except  soap, 
and  in  that  article  our  soldiers  have  gone  shares 
with  their  German  friends. 

One  reason  for  this  exceptional  state  of  the 
Germans  in  this  quarter  is  that  extra  supplies 
have  been  sent  by  the  Allies  to  the  Rhine. 

The  other  parts  of  Germany  have  had  to  go 
short  in  order  that  our  soldiers  might  not  witness 
starvation. 
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The  Ruin  of  Central  Europe 

The  blockade  is  now  being  lifted  save  in  Russia, 
and  things  will  improve.  But  the  harm  done  will 
never  be  undone.  Dr  Haden  Guest,  who  came 
back  from  Europe  a  week  ago,  is  not  a  senti- 
mentalist. Here  is  his  cry  of  pain.  "  What 
wrong  have  these  children  done  to  be  punished 
for  their  lives?" 

We  protested  in  anguish  when  the  Germans 
torpedoed  the  Lusitama.  We  protested  in  anger 
and  indignation  when  our  men  were  suffocated  by 
the  foul  fumes  of  poison  gas  in  Flanders.  We 
called  on  men  to  forswear  the  language,  the  music, 
the  company,  and  the  trade  of  a  people  who  could 
be  guilty  of  such  foul  crimes.  And  now  we  are 
taking  part  in  the  causation  of  starvation,  endur- 
ing deformity,  and  enduring  disease  to  millions  of 
children. 

The  blockade  hits  the  children  first,  women 
next,  men  civilians  next,  and  soldiers  last  of  all. 

There  has  been  too  much  war  and  destruction. 
It  is  time  to  build.  And  the  new  life  we  destroy 
is  the  life  of  the  children. 

Nothing  can  justify  before  God  and  man  the 
crucifixion  of  the  children  of  Europe.  "  What 
wrong  have  these  children  done  to  be  punished 
for  their  lives?"1 

The  people  of  Central  Europe  are  debilitated 
and  demoralised  by  famine.  They  have  not  the 
energy  and  the  capacity  to  work. 

Thousands  of  factories  are  idle,  but  the  con- 
structive impulses  of  men  have  not  only  been 
thwarted,  they  have  in  some  cases  been  destroyed. 

And  in  countless  homes  the  memory  of  hungry 
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babes  and  children  doomed  to  death  by  famine 
will  endure,  as  it  endures  in  Ireland  to-day.  And 
the  monster  which  devoured  the  young  life  of 
Europe  was  the  Allied  blockade,  in  which  our 
Navv  was  the  chief  instrument. 


CONCLUSION 

Should  We  Forget  the  Past? 

AN  American  Socialist  friend  holds  that  we 
should  forget  the  things  that  are  behind  and 
stretch  forward  to  the  things  that  are  before. 
Our  task,  he  says,  is  to  abolish  capitalism  and 
build  up  a  Socialist  Commonwealth.  Who  was 
wrong  in  the  Great  War  does  not  matter.  It 
was  all  the  outcome  of  inevitable  economic- 
conditions,  and  no  one  in  particular  was  to 
blame. 

Such  a  view  seems  to  me  a  shortsighted  and 
cheap  philosophy. 

The  first  condition  of  a  new  life  is  repentance. 
And  that  condition  is  true  of  a  radical  transforma- 
tion of  industry. 

The  eyes  which  are  blinded  to  the  truth  in 
regard  to  the  past  cannot  see  the  right  path  in 
the  future. 

So  long  as  each  nation  is  hugging  the  delusion 
that  war  was  inevitable,  that  they  have  been 
fighting  in  a  just  cause,  that  the  sole  guilt  was  on 
the  other  side,  there  can  be  no  basis  for  inter- 
national co-operation  of  any  kind. 

Without  international  co-operation  the  Socialist 
State  is  a  futile  dream,  and  the  future  of  any 
kind  of  civilisation  is  dark  with  fears  and  fore- 
bodings. 

94 
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Only  by  Rightly  Understanding  the  Past 
can  we  have  a  Better  Future 

The  war  has  not  removed  any  one  of  the  evils 
which  it  set  out  to  destroy.  Economic  im- 
potence may  prevent  war  for  a  generation.  But 
the  seeds  of  war  lie  embedded  in  the  Treaty  of 
Versailles.  "  For  what  can  war  but  endless  war 
still  breed?" 

"  The  lie  in  the  soul "  must  be  eradicated  from 
the  minds  of  every  nation  before  the  war-god  is 
doomed.  You  cannot  build  a  system  of  social 
justice  on  the  foundation  of  delusion  and  false- 
hood. If  the  current  view  of  the  war  is  right, 
there  is  no  basis  for  future  peace. 

We  must  arm  ourselves  to  the  teeth  once  more 
and  prepare  for  war.  France  believes  this,  and 
she  is  acting  upon  it.  As  the  Glasgoic  Herald 
puts  it : 

"  She  is  taking  no  risks,  and  while  present 
conditions  continue  she  remains  the  old  France, 
ready  as  ever  to  respond  to  the  call  '  Aux  armes^ 
and  in  some  important  respects  better  prepared 
than  ever  to  submit  herself  to  the  stern  arbitra- 
ment of  war." 

The  Trades  Unionists  who  talk  of  International 
Brotherhood  and  a  new  world,  while  they  still 
cherish  the  myth  of  our  innocence,  are  living  in 
a  world  of  vanities. 

If  the  current  view  of  the  war  is  wrong,  and  our 
imperialism,  our  capitalism,  and  our  diplomatic 
cliquism  helped  to  bring  on  the  war,  we  must 
see  our  guilt,  transform  our  political,  economic, 
and  international  relationships. 
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The  prayer  of  every  nation  should  be : 

"  Search  us,  O  God,  and  know  our  hearts, 
Try  us,  and  know  our  thoughts, 
And  see  if  there  be  any  wicked  way  in  us, 
And  lead  us  in  the  way  everlasting." 

We  have  each  "to  put  away  the  evil  of  our 
doings  before  our  eyes  and  cease  to  do  wrong," 
before  we  can  "  learn  to  do  well "  and  seek  the 
justice  of  the  Great  Kingdom. 
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